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Nationalist CO 


The antics of the soggy centre 


If ever an exhibition was needed which 


condensed into itself all that is putrid, rotten . 


and farcical in British politics, it was 
provided by the antics of Messrs. David Steel 
and Robert McLennan and their respective 
Liberal and SDP followers last month in their 
efforts to find an acceptable formula for a 
merger of the two parties. 

Whatever actually separates them (and 
from where we stand it is difficult to know 
what does), these two groups of people 
desperately want to appear to ‘count’ on the 
national political scene. Unable to do as 
distinct entities each on its own, they have 
been trying to achieve an amalgamation — 
presumably on the assumption that two 
cripples joining hands will make one 
gladiator. 

To this end; such minor matters as policies 
and principles are merely things to be shuffled 
about and traded according to what is 
expedient to the moment. 

Dear David and Robert were commiss- 
ioned to go into a huddle and work out a 
policy menu that would titillate the palates of 
the greatest possible number of would-be 
customers, which they duly tried to do. 

But when they brought their recipes back to 
their followers for the latter’s approval there 
was hell to play. The customers just wouldn’t 
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` require such alteration to be made. 


Spearhead. 
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STEEL AND McLENNAN 
Danced to the tune called by the whisker-and-pullover brigade 


buy, they were told. Like two appropriately 
chastised schoolboys, they then resumed 
their huddle and this time came up with a bill 
of fare much more to everyone’s taste. 

The Daily Mail, a paper we often oppose, 
caught the comedy perfectly in its editorial of 


and smiles. Copies of old failed party manifestos. 
Scissors. And, lo and behold, before you can say 
the magic words ‘fudge’ and ‘mudge’, a stodgy 
old compromise, which doesn’t say yes to the 
future and doesn’t say no to the past, is served up 
as the stale recipe for merger...” 


January 19th, when it said:- 


**With extravagant gestures of sincerity, two 
politicians pile up their promises on the table 
before them. 

“They are united. They are happy. This is the 
way forward for their country. Daring. Radical. 
Thrusting. : 
‘*But wait...what is this? 

‘*Our dynamic duo, Steel and McLennan (for it is 
indeed they), are ambushed by a flock of 
whiskery, woolly pullovers (hereinafter known 
as the Liberals). Is there a struggle? Do the titanic 
two’put up a fight? 

“Er, no, not really. Suddenly they seem no more 
substantial than a couple of paste-board playing 
cards leaning one against the other. They 
collapse. All the bold, new policies blow away. 
‘*More feverish activity. Lots of woolly pullovers 


SPEARHEAD 


No. 228 FEBRUARY 1988 


PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 
Editor: John Tyndall 


_ Spearhead exists to reflect a cross-section of contemporary British Nationalist opinion. It is 
privately published by its founder and is independent of all political parties and groups. 
acifically stated to the contrary, the views expressed in signed articles or letters are the 
sole responsibility of their authors and do not necessarily represent the views of the Editor or the 
policies of any political organisation that Spearhead may support editorially. 
The appearance of an advertisement in Spearhead is not necessarily indicative that the Editor 
has any knowledge of, interest in or support for the product, service, organisation or function 


Spearhead welcomes enquiries from potential advertisers, to whom rates will be sent on request. 
ortising matter, accompanied by pre-payment, must be submitted at least one month prior to the 
publishing date (normally the first day of each month) of the issue for which the advertisement is 
intended. The Editor reserves the right to refuse to publish advertisements submitted. 
_ The Editor is pleased to receive from readers manuscripts of articles for possible publication, 
which should thea not be longer than 1,250 words and typed in double-spacing. No payment is 
ublished, which become Spearhead copyright unless authors specifically request 
otherwise at the time they submit their manuscripts. The Editor reserves the right to shorten or 
otherwise amend articles accepted for publication should shortage of space or editorial judgement 


wishing to reprint Spearhead articles must first gain the permission of the Editor and 
undertake to include with the printed matter the author’s name and the name and address of 


It is a depressing thought that these are the 
parties — and, even more to the point, these 
are the ‘leaders’ — that provide the most 
immediate relief to hand to those among the 
British electorate who are tired of Thatcher 
and don’t want Kinnock. 


Treading on the toes of 
the mighty 


Mr. David Mellor, like most of the leading 
Tories, does not exactly look as if he is cast in 
heroic mould. 

For this reason, we must assume that he 
could not possibly have kncwn what he was 
doing when, on a visit to the Gaza area of 
Jewish-occupied Palestine, he loudly 
condemned the conditions being endured 
there by the Palestinian people and, as if that 
were not enough, the savage and brutal 
methods being used by the Israeli police and 
armed forces to put down protest by the 
Palestinians at the theft of their country. 

Mr. Mellor was in fact provoking the ire of 
the world’s greatest power — a power 
mightier, in terms of real global clout, than 
the Soviet Union and United States put 
together. A power which could, if it chose, 
easily put an end to young David’s political 
career — although it is early days to see 
evidence of that happening. | 

What almost certainly is happening right 
now is that there is a beehive of activity in 
Westminster as Mrs. Thatcher and her 
government colleagues set about patching up — 
the damage done by Mr. Mellor’s statements ` 
to the government’s standing in the internat- 
ional Jewish community. Some kind of 
sacrificial lamb (or should it be cow?) will 
have to made on the altar of atonement. 
Whether it be Mr. Mellor, we do not yet 
know. At the same time, there must of course - 


be some accompanying gesture of appease- 
ment and contrition. Maybe the granting of a 
peerage to the Chief Rabbi will be accepted as 
such — although of course this was done 
before Mr. Mellor’s astonishing diplomatic 
faux pas. 

If, on the other hand, nothing happens to 
Mr. Mellor, this may signify a profound 
change in the whole national and international 
political situation. i 

For it would mean that the political climate 
had altered so dramatically that a represent- 
ative of the British government could actually 
offend Zion and get away with it. The implic- 
ations of this should hardly need spelling out 
to our readers. 

It is entirely natural that many Jews are 


deeply worried about what is now happening ` 


in the Middle East. 

For what is happening is that Zionist 
arrogance, brutality and viciousness — for a 
long time a reality revealed only to a few but 
hidden from the many by a series of repeated 
mass media cover-ups — is now being 
exhibited before a world audience of billions. 


The peoples of every continent, having for 


all these years been conditioned to seeing 
Jews in the role of ‘persecuted’ and ‘down- 
trodden’, are now seeing them in an entirely 
opposite light. Great numbers of people all 
over this planet are likely to embark on new 
and hitherto almost heretical trains of 
thought. 

Just what will eventually come of this 
cannot be predicted at this stage. But what has 
been established by recent events in Gaza is 
that certain things which a short while ago 
were sacred are no longer sacred. Certain 
One-time taboos are no ionger taboo. An 
edifice that has dominated world politics in 
the post- 1945 era is showing the first signs of 
vulnerability. Things will never be quite the 
same again! 


Sackcloth and ashes 


Mrs. Thatcher, according to The Sunday 
Express of January 10th, ‘tis demanding the 
release of Nelson Mandela.as the price of a 
visit to South Africa. 

** British diplomats,’’ the report continued, 
‘‘are telling the Pretoria government that it 
must free the black nationalist leader as a sign 
that wide-ranging changes are on the way if it 
ever wants the Prime Minister to set foot 
there.” 

Immediately this news was received, 
President Botha declared a day of mourning 


throughout the Republic. To the accompani- 


ment of nationwide sorrow and many millions 
of tears, church services were held every- 
where, attended by appropriately funereal 
music. Prayers were conducted from pulpits 
from Cape Town to Johannesburg calling 
upon the Almighty to induce Mrs. Thatcher to 
change her mind. Mass demonstrations were 
held outside the British Embassy in Pretoria 
and in many other major centres, with 
thousands chanting ‘‘We want Maggie! We 
want Maggie!’ One group of particularly 
zealous Thatcher fans embarked on a 
combined hunger strike until such time as 
Britain’s premier announced that she would 
in fact come over. 

Nearly all South African males wore black 
ties for a whole week after the announcement 
that the visit would not take place. Meanwhile 


there was a hurriedly convened meeting of the 
Nationalist Government Cabinet at which 
questions were asked as to whether the 
country and its economy could survive 
until such time as Mrs. T. had consented to 


grace the Republic with her presence. In the 


interim period, it was decided, a national state 
of emergency was declared. 

We promise to keep our readers abreast of 
these developments, and in the event of South 
Africa collapsing during the next month in 
consequence of the Thatcher boycott we 
undertake to bring out a special issue in 
advance of our scheduled March one, inform- 
ing everyone of all developments. 


Ulster: why loyalists 


take to arms 


Great shock and horror was expressed by 
politicians and press last month at a new 
discovery of an arms arsenal said to be 
assembled by a loyalist para-military group. 
The arms were found in three cars on the 
outskirts of Portadown, 25 miles from 
Belfast. l 

We, for our part, regret that we cannot join 
the widespread cry of disapproval. We ask: 
why have loyalists felt it necessary to arm 


themselves in this way? And we answer: 


precisely because the official security forces 
in Ulster are not being allowed by the govern- 
ment to fulfil properly their role of keeping 
order and protecting the community from the 
republican bombers and gunmen. 

The loyalists did not start the war in Ulster; 
the IRA did — the IRA and its assorted Irish 
republican allies and auxiliaries. The proper 
thing, once this war had been declared, was 
for the British government to recognise it as a 
war and fight to win. Had the government 
done this, and equipped and authorised the 
forces for the defence of the Crown to 
prosecute the war in a manner indicating a 
national resolve to bring it to a speedy and 
victorious end, the need for these loyalist 
para-military groups and their assortments of 
destructive weapons would not exist. As it is, 
because the government is not fighting to win 
— and manifestly does not want to win — the 
war against the IRA, the loyalist paramilit- 
aries are simply stepping into the breach and 
doing the job for them. . 

This truth is not invalidated by the fact that 
there are isolated cases of ‘sectarian’ murders 
apparently committed by members of loyalist 
groups that, on prima facie evidence, would 
seem to be brutal and senseless. The odd bad 
apple is liable to get into any basket — even 
assuming that these murders are not carried 
out by agents provocateurs in the loyalist name 
whose object is to discredit the loyalist cause. 

The fact remains that the government is not 
fighting the war in Northern Ireland properly 
and, until it does, the loyalist para-militaries 
will be fulfilling a role that is vital in combatt- 
ing republican terrorism and protecting the 
law-abiding pro-British community that 
forms the majority in the province. 


Christian charity or 
pure insanity? 
While we are on the subject of Northern 


Ireland, it is appropriate to say something 
about Mr. Gordon Wilson, who became an 


continuance of one’s race? 


| 


overnight national media hero after he had 
declared his ‘forgiveness’ towards the IRA 
killers who caused the death of his daughter in 
the infamous Enniskillen explosion. Such an 
impression did Mr. Wilson’s message of 
forgiveness make that Her Majesty The 
Queen saw fit to make glowing mention of it 
in her Christmas broadcast, calling him ‘‘an 
inspiring example of tolerance. ”’ | 

Inspiring example? Tolerance? National 
hero? Have we as a nation really gone that 
much out of our minds? 

This Editor, speaking for himself, would 
like it to be known that if his daughter became 
victim to the kind of savage murder that 
took place at Enniskillen, he would not be 
incanting hosannas of forgiveness; he would 
be abstaining from all mental rest until the 
culprits had been administered proper justice 
by being exterminated from the face of this 
earth. 

Perhaps we may understand, from the 
dribblings of Mr. Wilson and the hymns of 
praise that are now being sung for him by 
everyone from the Head of State down, why 
Britain is not winning the war in Ulster — or 
indeed winning any of the crucial battles for 
her national survival. 


The Abortion Bill: the 
forgotten issue 


In the heated debate about Liberal MP 
David Alton’s Abortion Bill, most of the 
argument seems to have revolved around the 
question of the stage of a pregnancy at which 
abortion is morally permissible. Alton’s bill 
calls for the time limit on abortions to be cut 
from 28 weeks to 18 weeks. Here medical 
opinion seems to be divided as to the stage at 
which the foetus is formed at the latter time. 

But in all this dispute what seems to us as 
the most essential issue involved in abortion 
has been shunted to the background. 

Since David Steel’s original bill that 
legalised abortion in this country, a number of 
abortions estimated at between 300,000 and 
400,000 have taken place. Most certainly, the 
great majority of these involved healthy white 
mothers who would otherwise have produced 
healthy, white children. The loss to the nation 
caused by these children not being born is 
incalculable. 

Accompanying the debate in parliament on 
the new Alton Bill was a demonstration of 
about 15,000 screaming feminists who staged 
a torchlight march through London, singing 
and shouting about a woman’s ‘right’ to do 
what she wishes with her own body. 

All very fine. But wait a moment! Suppos- 
ing that this ‘right’ had been granted and 
asserted thousands of years ago, is it probable 
that there would be such a thng as human Ife 
on earth today — let alone the life of Northern 
Europeans, who seem to be the most passion- 
ate advocates of such ‘rights’? | 

Rights! Rights! Rights! That is all we hear 
of these days. Does it not occur to those 
continually prattling about these ‘rights’ that 
there could be such things as duties as well? 
And is not the most elementary duty of all the 
duty to procreate one’s kind, to ensure the 


Of course, to suggest a thing like this is to 
speak a foreign language as far as present-day 
politicians are concerned. They live in 
another world! 
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CLAPTRAP ABOUT AUSTRALIA 


JOHN TYNDALL examines some of the modern myths 
surrounding our cousins’ bicentennial 


AUSTRALIANS, as everyone should 
know, are this year celebrating the 200th 
annversary of the discovery of their 
country. And, quite rightly and properly, 
Britain is celebrating with them. It was 
people from these islands who were the 
first Europeans to set foot on that huge 
continent and establish civilisation there. 
It has been British people and their descen- 
dants who have subsequently built up 
Australia and developed its resources and 
wealth (aided on a comparatively small 
scale by other white stocks). Australia’s 
language, institutions, traditions and 
national identity derived from us — 
despite strenuous efforts being made these 
days to persuade everyone to the contrary. 
We should be proud of what our anti- 
podean family relations have accomp- 
lished, for their achievement is an achieve- 
ment of our race. 

In healthier times, Australia’s bicentennial 
celebrations would have been the occasion for 
a great patriotic festival, Over here as well as 
over there, and also in other lands such as 
neighbouring New Zealand, whose people 
share the same heritage. Newspapers and 
Magazines, as well as the other mass media, 
in Britain would be using the occasion to 
remind everyone, particularly the young in 
the schools, of the racial ties that bind us to 
the majority of Australians, to celebrate the 
dominant role of people of British stock in the 
Australian story, and to sound warnings 
against any tendencies or influences in our 
midst that might weaken this 12,000-mile 
global link of common blood. But we do not 
-live in healthy times, and instead this 
Important moment in our history is being 
made the occasion for an outburst of silliness, 
trivia and downright falsehood. And it is no 
surprise to see such a paper as [he Sunday 
[imes leading the way. 

In its magazine section on January 17th, 
the ST excelled even its own formidable 
traditions of liberal-lettist drivel in a special 
issue dedicated mainly to the present Austral- 
ian festivities. Quite predictably, and 
thoroughly in accordance with the prevailing 
zeitgeist, this feature did all it could to paint a 
picture of Australia, not as a monument to 
Anglo-Saxon-Celtic achievement, but as the 
model of the new-style ‘multi-cultural’ 
paradise. To assist this project, the magazine 
called in selected Australians to write 
culogies to their country’s new status as an 
ethnic babylon while, naturally, playing 
down tor all they were worth the ancestral tie 
with Mother Britain. 

The feature, its front-page title “G'day 
Australia’, set the tone for a style of present- 
ation in the articles throughout that was, tor 
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most of the time, at a level of frivolity which 
totally belied the importance of the subject 
matter and was, no doubt quite intentionally, 
a patronising insult to the people whom the 
Sunday Times was supposed to be greeting. 
Couched in the characteristic smarty-pants 
language of present-day pink journalism, the 
messages scarcely ever for a moment 
achieved the tone of seriousness that we 
might have been entitled to expect from what 
is supposed to be one of the ‘quality’ papers of 
Fleet Street. Philip Adams, speaking of his 
schooldays in Melbourne, set the style with a 
classic piece of fashionable snigger revealing 
a mind which did not seem to have developed 
very much in the 30 or so years since the time 
recalled:- 


“When we studied British history (was there any 
other?) the teacher would point out the pink bits 
on the map and wed all teel brave, powertul and 
ennobled. But, then, we'd been brought up on 
Crawfie’s accounts of the little Princesses, and 
A.A. Milne, so it was every child's fantasy to go 
hand-in-hand with Alice to the Palace. Richmal 
Crompton’s William books were mandatory, as 
were W.E. Johns’s Biggles and Billy Bunter 
comics. Every monday morning, in the school 
yard, we swore allegiance to George VI, looking 
up at a flag which had the Union Jack stuck in the 
comer, just like a postage stamp on a letter 
addressing our thoughts back home to the mother 
country. And at the end of every movie matinee, 
we stood up to the strains of “God Save the King’, 


BRITISH MIGRANTS ARRIVE IN ‘OZ’ 


if only to be among the first to thunder up the 
aisles. ` 


And it gets even worse. A few lines on, the 
same author changes into second gear with:- 


‘Despite having Christmas Day at the height of 
summer, we shared your steaming menu, 
complete with pud and threepences, while 
chorusing your carols. And when it came to a 
rousing chorus ,of ‘There'll always be an 
England’, nobody sang louder than we Austral- 
ians. We shared a common repertoire, from 
nursery rhymes to national anthems. 

“Of course, ‘twas ever thus. The same mystical 
links existed between your judges and our 
gibbets, your courts and our prisons. Between 
your wars and our dead. Australians were blinded 
by their love for Britain. So we sent a few soldiers 
to the Crimea, a few more to the Boer War, and 
finally sacrificed an entire generation on the clifts 
of Gallipoli and in the trenches of France.” 


One can just picture the beam of self-satis- 
faction on the face of Mr. Adams as he tapped 
out the final full-stop to this passage. Was it 
the outer manifestation of the inner glow of 
literary narcissism or fashionable wisdom? 
Hardly likely. More probably was it 
prompted by the thought of the approving eye 
of the Sunday Times magazine editor in 
London, that prompted in turn by the vision of 
Sunday Times readers drooling over such 
intellectual masterpieces while sitting at their 
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Boats like this brought millions of settlers to Australia from Britain in the 1950s. Despite 
recent new foreign arrivals, three-quarters of Australians today are of British stock 


breakfast tables. For catering so admirably to 
current tastes, Mr. Adams will not have failed 
to bring himself to the attention of other 
editors, and that is no bad thing for business! 

In glancing through this adolescent 
journalistic mush, few will have failed to 
notice the sting in the tail, the resort to an 
ancient and well-worn fable beloved of 
Australian republicans and pom-haters, 
namely the one that the British high command 
in World War I callously committed Austral- 
ian troops to a suicide role in the Dardanelles 
operation because they considered them 
‘expendable’. This is not actually stated, but 
the author quite clearly is aligning himself 
with with the creators of the legend in his 
implication that there is something wrong and 
unnecessary in Australians going to war 
alongside those of their own race in defence 
of common cause and flag. 


TWO-WAY DEBT 

One wonders’ whether anyone in 
Mr. Adams’ schooldays ever bothered to 
point out to him a certain elementary fact 
about his country’s existence on the map of 
the civilised world. This is that such an exist- 
ence would never have come into being had 
people from the British Isles not braved the 
seas of their times to sail out to the Antipodes 
and plant their flag and their race there, 
wresting the continent from people who had 
manifestly failed to exploit its riches in 
thousands of years, and laying the toundat- 
ions of a way of life for later descendants like 
himself which most of the rest of the world 
would envy. Had these British people at some 
earlier stage of their history suffered national 
annihilation through war, there would have 
been few of them left to found Australia and 
certainly not enough of them left subseq- 
uently to build it up to what it is now. 


The modern world does not permit a 
demographic vacuum and no doubt, had the 
British not been the race that colonised 
Australia, some other people would have 
done. The question is: would it have been a 
people able to create the enviable country and 
living standards that now exist there and 
which Mr. Adams and his ilk are so delighted 
to enjoy? Looking at Australia’s place in 
global geography, one is inclined to feel that 
the answer is most probably No! 

The majority of Australians in. the era in 
which Mr. Adams grew up (if that be the 
term) seemed to recognise this basic truth in 
the attachment that they had to the land from 
which most of their forebears came. Quite 
possibly, the majority of Australians still do 
today — although we are never allowed to 
know whether so or not because Australia’s 
majority, like that of Britain, has lost its voice 
in national affairs and no longer has any say in 
its destiny. 

But was that generation to which Mr. 
Adams so contemptuously refers really so 
slavish in their attitude towards Britain as he 
claims they were’? Members of my family 
who fought alongside with, and who knew, 


Australians in both world wars have testified 
unanimously that those people never were 
slavish in their attitudes to anybody. They 
simply recognised that Britons and most 
Australians came from a common family tree 
and that their customs and traditions were 
bound to overlap to a large extent. Australians 
were never forced willy-nilly to come and 
join sides with Britain in her wars of the past 
century and a half; it was their natural instinct 
to do so, as they recognised that the British 
race on this planet either survives together or 
goes down in pieces. It was implicit in this 
whole business that, had Australia been 
threatened by an external enemy with its eye 
on her wide spaces, her sunshine and her 
mineral wealth, it would have been the oblig- 
ation and instinct of most British in the 
Motherland and elsewhere to go to defend 
her. These previous generations of Austral- 
ians were not the mugs that Mr. Adams seems 
to take them for; they recognised that such 
obligations were reciprocal and that one made 
no sense without the other. Australians, 
therefore, who travelled right across the war 
to fight at Gallipoli and in France did not see 
themselves as being involved in somebody 
else’s wars and for no reason connected with 
their own interest; they knew that they were 
simply defending the main source of their 
people in times past and, as far as they under- 
stood, also in times to come. They recognised 
that in that much maligned entity called the 
British Empire there lay — sentiment apart — 
the most solid guarantee of their own security 
as well as economic prosperity. The fact that 
subsequent developments in British policy 
have amounted to a betrayal of this principle 
did not make it any the less valid at the time. 


THE INVASION OF AUSTRALIA 


Reading these quoted passages of Mr. 
Adams and recognising from them that he is 
very much a man of his time, we are not 
surprised to find a little later that he enthus- 
iastically welcomes the recent flooding of his 
country with immigrants trom Asia and 
almost other points of the compass. Speaking 
of this, he says:- 


“In the late Seventies a few hundred boat people 
arrived in Australia from Vietnam. They'd 
endured the most appalling privations and 
survived pirate attacks only to be confronted by 
the prejudices of Australians who treated them as 
the most uninvited of guests. Nonetheless, they 
opened the doors to thousands of others in the 
same predicament, driving a final nail into the 
coffin of white Australia. Now in the Eighties, 
migrants from South-East Asia represent over 
one third of our national intake. So finally a new 
Australia seems to be proclaiming itself. It 
involves a celebration of diversity, a polyphonic 
world where (almost) everyone is welcome. `’ 


The writer seems not here to have the 
slightest awareness of the inconsistency of his 
own attitudes. After having  sneeringly 
belittled those of his countrymen who placed 
value in their British links rather than opt for a 
separate identity all of their own, independent 
of overseas associations, he now speaks 
approvingly of the ‘new Australia’ as a ‘poly- 
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phonic world’. Just how can one who claims 
to want to assert his country’s own national 
identity feel that that identity is enhanced by 
boatloads of Vietnamese? Why is it wrong to 
look to the British tie while right to welcome 
the Asian tie? Mr. Adams does not choose to 
explain his reasoning. 

But he does at least do us the service of 
acknowledging that not all of his compatriots © 
share his confused outlook. Thus- 


**A sub-culture survives of die-hard racists who, 
sadly, couch their hatreds in terms of pro-British 
rhetoric, wrapping themselves in the Union Jack 
and chorusing ‘God Save the Queen’. While their 
prejudices might find echoes in the minds of 
many, their pro-British protestations seem utterly 
anachronistic. For 40 per-cent of the people now 
living in Australia were either born overseas or 
had one parent born overseas. And overseas no 
longer means Britain.”’ 


Here the author employs a line of logic that 
has us utterly baffled as we try to keep up 
with it. First there is the assertion that 40 per- 
cent of the people now living in Australia 
were born overseas or had one parent born 
Overseas: in terms of the case the author 
seems to be trying to make, what does that 
prove? He does not say from where overseas, 
only that overseas ‘‘no longer means 
Britain.’’ Well, it may indeed no longer mean 
Britain in the sense that not all of the 40 per- 
cent are from Britain or have a British parent. 
But that does not mean that most do not come 
into this category. Around three million 
migrants went from Britain to Australia in the 
aftermath of the Second World War, most of 
these as part of a government-sponsored 
resettlement scheme. Compared with this 
number, the recent influx of other national- 
ities is still small — particularly when we take 
into account the numbers of Australian-born 
people who are the children or grandchildren 
of these British settlers. It is therefore highly 
probable that of the 40 per-cent to which Mr. 
Adams is referring a clear majority are of 
British stock. Add these to the 60 per-cent of 
the population with older roots in Australia, 
and whose ancestors settled in the country in 
times when a much higher proportion still 
came from the British Isles, and we have an 
Australian population that is, even today, 
predominantly British-born or of British, 
descent. 


THREE-QUARTERS BRITISH 


Just what is the present ethnic composition 
of Australia? A careful survey was made in 
1986 by Dr. C.A. Price, M.A., D.Phil., 
Professional Fellow in Demography at the 
Australian National University, the results of 
which were published in News and Views 
(Queensland)*. According to the figures of 
Dr. Price, the portion of Australians belong- 
ing to stocks indigenous to the British Isles is 
at the present time in the region of 75 per- 
cent. That, admittedly, is a reduction from 
the figure prevailing at the time of the format- 
ion of the Australian Commonwealth in 1901, 
which (Aboriginals apart) was 98 per-cent. 
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CLAPTRAP ABOUT AUSTRALIA 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


The present figure affords no room for 
complacency concerning the foreign threat to 
Australia, but it nevertheless makes an utter 
nonsense of Mr. Adams’ assertion, made a 
little further on in his article, that ‘ ‘from being 
a British enclave, we are now the most multi- 
cultural nation on earth after Israel (???) , even 
more ethnically complex than the USA.” 
This strange declaration is made, supposedly, 
on the basis of Australia containing a greater 
number of different ethnic communities than 
the US, whereas the fact that 75 per-cent of 
Australians still belong to the British ethnic 
community should establish that Australia is 
much more, rather than less, homogeneous 
than America is. 

Bearing in mind that three quarters of 
Australians possess a British backgound — 
and a goodly number of those a very recent 
one — it seems peculiar, to say the least, that 
a writer such as Mr. Adams should think it out 
of place that a great many of his fellow- 
countrymen and -women should be 
‘‘wrapping themselves in the Union Jack.” 
Indeed, if they are, why not? Or should it be 
supposed that the 25 per-cent of Australians 
who do not possess British roots should be 


calling the tune as to the type of place their ` 


country is going to be? 


THE CULTURE FACTOR 


Elsewhere in the article, Mr. Adams gives 
us an admirable exhibition in the leftist- 
liberal art of making an issue out of a non- 
issue when he refers to what he calls the 
‘‘cultural cringe’’ whereby, up to the time of 
his boyhood, Australian cultural life was very 
heavily impregnated with the influence of 
products from Britain: British literature, art, 
music, films and so on. Later on, he speaks 
approvingly of the more recent tendency for 
Australians to draw much more on their own 
local sources for their cultural fare. So what 
does all this prove? It seems to prove only 
what has been confirmed again and again as a 
recurring phenomenon: that a country in its 
pioneer phase is likely to have a limited 
cultural fertility, in the first place because its 
population will not be large and therefore its 
pool of potential artists will be limited 
anyway, and secondly for the very obvious 
reason that national energies will be likely to 
- be concentrated mainly on the taming of 
the frontiers and to works of construction and 
development, so that there is not so much left 
for the more refined pursuits. Inevitably, 
therefore, such culture as exists is going to 
bear heavily the imprint of the ancestral 
homeland (or homelands). There is no 
disgrace in this, and so to describe acceptance 
of the ancestral culture as a ‘cringe’ is ridic- 
ulous. 

As a country becomes more developed and 
thus moves further from its earlier pioneer 
days, it is to be expected that it will become 
more culturally self-sufficient. But that does 
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not make tħe culture of the mother country an 
‘alien’ one, as Mr. Adams seems to imply. It 
simply means that the overall cultural base of 
the racial community is being broadened, 
with its outlying parts contributing much 
more to the culture of the whole than was 
originally the case. 

It would seem from what Mr. Adams says 
that there is some kind of conflict between the 
acceptance of British culture as part of the 
Australian heritage and the wish to encourage 
more culture that is locally rooted. There is 
no such conflict; the two aims are comple- 
mentary. And as Australia comes more and 
more into its own as a source of good cultural 
works we should welcome the import of those 
works into Britain — as indeed we have done, 
to a great degree, in the case of films. Indeed 
there are times of the day here in Britain when 
our television fare seems to be dominated by 
Australian products. I certainly do not resent 
it, least of all do I regard it as a ‘cultural 
cringe’ on our part. I consider it only proper 
that between countries as closely kindred as 
Britain and Australia there should be a very 
intensive cultural exchange. I only resent 
these imports when they contain, as many do, 
strong whiffs of left-wing propaganda. 
Unfortunately, many of the kinds of people 
who infest our film industry in Britain have 
also got in at the ground floor in the rise of the 
same industry in Australia. But that does not 
invalidate the rule that a strong representation 
of Australian films in Britain is desirable in 
principle. 

But of course to the likes of Mr. Adams the 
acceptance of British culture as comprising a 
large part of the cultural fare enjoyed by 
Australians is a ‘cringe’, while it is apparently 
not a cringe to accept Vietnamese, Tamil, 
Indian, Pakistani, Chinese and other Asian 
cultures as ‘Australian’. 

Why this latter acceptance? Perhaps Mr. 
Adams’ rationale is to be found where he says 
that:- 

~“... Having narrowly escaped occupation by the 

Japanese, Australia entered the post-war era with 

the realisation that it was either “populate or 

perish’. With Britain either unwilling or unable to 

send us millions of...migrants, we had to look 
elsewhere...” 


Here the author reveals a convolution of the 


‘mind that is truly extraordinary. Why is it 


urgent for Australia to undergo a rapid 
increase of population? So that she has the 
numbers to be able to defend herself from an 
invasion from Asia and involving Asiatics. 
So how will she acquire that great increase in 
numbers? Why, by importing people from 
Asia who, logically enough, are Asiatics? 
One is inclined to think that it would have 
been much less troublesome in the first place 
to accept Japanese conquest and the resultant 
populating of the country by the race which, 
when all is said and done, constitutes almost 
certainly the most intelligent, industrious and 
dynamic of all the people that Asia has to 
offer! But it would seem that such reasoning 
is above Mr. Adams’ head! 

‘And is it not an equally extraordinary 
argument to defend Australia’s current 


polyglot immigration policy on the grounds 
that the country is underpopulated and needs 
to increase its numbers, when the birthrate 
among Australians is one of the very lowest in 
the world, and those who say they want to 
populate the country are doing nothing 
whatever to encourage white Australians to 
have more children? 

It is certainly beyond dispute that a country 
the size of Australia, if she is to realise her full 
economic development potential and become 
defensible against attack, needs far more 
people than her present 16 million. About the 
desirability of populating Australia, there- 
fore, there is no argument. 

But the idea that this probiem of under- 
population .can be satisfactorily solved by 
open Australia’ doors to the teeming millions 
of Asia is a nonsense. In the case of the 
majority of those millions, where is the 
evidence that they have shown the capacity to 
develop the economies of their own 
homelands? Most of those homelands are 
sunk in poverty and squalor. Why should 
their effect upon Australia be any different? 

And as for making Australia defensible 
against armed attack, the very desirability of 
this presumes that there is an entity worth 
defending and a would-be attacker who 
should be kept out. The only conceivable 
military threat to Australia is one that comes 


from Asia. If Australia itself becomes a 


largely Asian entity — which the sheer 
pressure of numbers is certain to make her 
become if her doors to Asia remain open — 
what is there left that is worth defending and 
what outside threat to it could there be that is 
not already present inside’? 

Indeed, the very proposition that Australia 
should take in Asians in order to defend 
herself against Asians is one that could only 
commend itself to scrambled minds of the 
Sunday Times variety. 

BRITISH BEING KEPT OUT 

Mr. Adams referred (and I have quoted 
him) to Britain being unwilling or unable to 
send Australia millions of migrants. This ts in 
fact downright rubbish. Britain is willing and 
able, even today, to send Australia far more 
migrants than are going there from this 
country. What is presently happening ts that 
migrants from Britain are being positively 
discouraged by the current Australian 
government of Mr. Bob Hawke, which is one 
of the most treasonable and corrupt in the 
western world. The Hawke government's 
policy is to darken Australia, and it is deliber- 
atcly giving preference to migrants from Asia 
as part of this policy, and at the expense of 
people from Britain. 

It is clear from Mr. Philip Adams’ picture 
of his country and its relationship with Britain 
that he ts the archetypal leftist-liberal ‘trendy’ 
of the kind seen by such papers as [he Sunday 
Times as the prophets of the great new world 
order that is to come. He is, however, by no 
means representative of the mainstream of 
Australian thinking. On his own admission, 


Contd. on next page 


‘the monarchists among us still have the 
numbers.’’ This is significant, for Britain 
has, over the past two or three decades, done 
everything possible to alienate the fund of 
affection and goodwill that exists among her 
antipodean kinfolk. That such affection and 
goodwill are still there in no small quantity is 
a testimony to the strength of the ties of blood 
that bind peoples. 

The Sunday Times, however, would not be 
interested in obtaining an opinion from one of 
those who represent the monarchist majority 
in Australia — nowhere in its extravagantly 
produced bicentennial feature does such an 
Opinion appear. For to give voice to that 
opinion would be contrary to Sunday Times 
policy, which is to break up the bonds that 
exist between peoples of British stock in their 
worldwide dispersion, as a necessary prelude 
to the internationalist one-world utopia to 
which that paper is dedicated. 


FORMIDABLE FORCE 


Within the old rump of the British 
Commonwealth today there are approx- 
imately 80 million people of British stock — 


together with about another 10 million 
belonging to kindred and assimilable groups 
of other North European origins. 

Such peoples, in partnership, 
represent a truly formidable force in world 
affairs — particularly when it is considered 
what immense natural wealth lies within the 
lands they occupy. Such a partnership could 
become one of the main bastions of white 
civilisation. That is why the concept of such a 
partnership is constantly under attack. That s 
why the issue of relations between such 
countries as Britain and Australia, in as much 
as it is handled by the mass media, is 
continually surrounded by clouds of lies and 
nonsense. | 

And the unfortunate thing about these lies 
and nonsense is that sometimes they can be 
seen to infect people who, from their 
knowledge of the forces at work in our mass 
media, should know better. Even some of 
those, both in this country and in Australia, 
who term themselves ‘nationalists’ have 
fallen for the propaganda of our enemies 
which tries to depict Britain and Australia as 
nations that are mutually ‘foreign’ to each 
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other. 

This dishonest rubbish must be opposed 
wherever it manifests itself, and the Anglo- 
Australian tie maintained and defended for all 
we are worth. 

To call for the maintenance of such a tie is 
not to call for a restoration of the old imperial 
relationship of motherland and colony; it is to 
call only for a partnership of equals, which 
neither side is compelled to support against its 
will — indeed cannot be compelled, as 
becomes obvious from the briefest look at a 
map of the world. Today we are being hustled 
into all manner of unnatural ‘partnerships’ — 
Britain with the EEC and Australia with Asia 
— and these are being heralded as a sign of 
the world moving ‘closer together’. Yet the 
most natural partnership of all: that between 
the poeople of Britain and their overseas kin 
in Australia, New Zealand and Canada — is 
depicted today as ‘anachronistic’. Is this not 
peculiar reasoning? 


* NEWS AND VIEWS (QUEENSLAND) 
can be obtained from: PO Box 172, Chermside, 
Queensland 4032, Australia. 


NOEL A. HUNT looks at a central policy of the 
‘new world’ planners 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 
manifesto, in speaking of the British 
Commonwealth, lays down that ‘ʻA new 
and closer association should be formed 
between Britain and the remaining (white) 
members, namely Canada, Australia and 
New Zealand.” | 

In stipulating this policy, the BNP demon- 
Strates its recognition of the great potential 
residing in a White Commonwealth partner- 
ship. This potential is also well recognised by 
those internationalist powers. now hell-bent 
on destroying all nations, or groups of 
nations, that might stand in the way of their 
one-world objective. It is therefore no 
surprise that the countries of the White 
Commonwealth have been marked down for 
destruction by foreign racial conquest, just as 
has Britain itself. 

And this policy of destruction has, 
unhappily, received the full-hearted co-oper- 
ation of the governments of all the countries 
concerned. l 

Take Canada as an example. Her immig- 
ration policy was spelled out clearly recently 
by Mr. Kim Abbott, former Director’ of 
Canadian Immigration, at a public meeting. 
Mr. Abbott said, inter alia, that the quota of 
‘boat people’ to be admitted to Canada had 
risen to 60,000 a year. ‘‘Canada,”’ he said, 
= “‘will be expected to open its doors widely 


when about a million Chinese are likely to be 


expelled from Vietnam.’’ Mr. Abbott is also 


on record as stating that: ‘‘unofficial quotas 
were placed by the Pearson-Trudeau-Clark 
regimes on Northern European immigration, 
and the emphasis switched to Third World 
immigration.” One wonders what force it is 
that has sufficient power to compel three 
Canadian’ governments to adopt what they 
must know to be a policy of racial suicide. For 
that matter, one wonders what power it is that 
compels all the governments of the West to 
adopt precisely the same policies. 


SOVIET OPERATION 


In confirmation of Mr. Abbott’s remarks, a 
Toronto columnist, Bob McDonald, reports 
that Tamil smuggling **...is part of a Soviet 
operation aimed at flooding the West with 
illegals from the Third World.’’ McDonald 
alleges that Soviet planes are used to bring the 
‘refugees’ — of whom the Tamils are only 
one group — into Germany as a base for 
further moves, all paid for in hard currency. It 
is worth noting that Tamils are of the 
Dravidian race. It was to protect their blood 
line from what they believed was contamin- 
ation by inter-marriage with Tamils that the 
early Aryan invaders of India evolved the 
caste system. This system is based on a colour 
bar; the Hindu word for ‘caste’ is varna, 


which means ‘colour’. The racial dangers 
inherent in interbreeding between races with 
these differences were recognised centuries 
ago. Today, even though we know far more 
of genetics and blood-lines, the West is 
expected to receive Tamils and similar races 
on terms of equality. This is what we are told 
to believe is ‘progress’. 

Mr. McDonald tells us that in 1986 alone 
more than 43,000 ‘refugees’ have been 
flooded into West Berlin. The cost to the 
Canadian taxpayer of the recent Tamil 
arrivals in Canada will be 2.6 million dollars. 
This works out at over 17,000 dollars each, as 
the Tamils are extended free health services, 
welfare, etc. 

Most disturbing of all, most of these 
‘refugees’ are men who will now want to 
bring wives and families across the oceans to 
Canada and other countries in which they 
are being settled. We may conclude, 
therefore, that the stream of Tamils to our 
various countries is just starting. 


THE MENACE TO AUSTRALIA 


Australia is being similarly threatened. The 
Australian publication News and Views 
(Queensland) reports that the USA and 
Canada both changed their immigration. 
policies in 1965, while Australia changed 
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hers a year later. In addition to the Tamils, of 
course, there is the threat of thousands of 
Chinese fleeing from Hong Kong when that 
territory is handed over to China in a few 
years time. Many of these, needless to say, 
will be admitted to Britain (we know this for 
sure because our government has told us it 
will not happen) but many more will seek, 
and be granted, admission to Canada and 
Australia. 

It goes without saying that a great many 

white Canadians are desperately worried 
about this state of affairs. It is equally 
unnecessary to say that their protests are 
brushed aside, derided by the media and the 
politicians just as are similar protests in 
Britain. 
-~ In Australia, once famous for its very 
sensible White Australia policy, things are no 
better. We noted above that the Australian 
government abandoned this policy in 1966. 
Ever since then, coloured immigrants have 
been flooding in. 

Australian politicians seem to be delighted 
by this torrent of unassimilable aliens. For 
instance, one Bill Hayden of Western 
Australia said in 1983: “I believe that 
Australia will ultimately become a Eurasian 
country, as Australians and Asians marry 
each other. I think this is a desirable trend. `’ 


CANT AND HYPOCRISY 


When it comes to the question of race, 
Canadian and Australian politicians show 
themselves capable of spouting cant and 
hypocrisy on a scale sufficient to earn 
applause even in Britain, which has long 
produced the world’s best canters and 
hypocrites. Canada, for instance, is always 
loud in her condemnation of South Africa for 
that country’s policy of separate racial 
development; yet Canada has recently set 
aside a huge area exclusively for Eskimo 
occupation, to be called *Nunavut’. 

Australia, too, misses no chance to 
castigate South Africa. Yet Australians are 
now being told that they must set aside areas 
for exclusive occupation by Aborigines. In 
what way does this differ from the universally 
condemned South African policy? Yet when 
South Africa sets aside land for the exclusive 
occupation of racially unassimilable people 
the world shudders with horror, while when 
Canada and Australia do precisely this with 
their Eskimos and Aborigines not a single 
‘liberal’ is moved to give tongue. One 
wonders why. 

An article by Greg Sheridan entitled `The 
Politics of Immigration’, published in The 
Australian in September 1986, shows the 
- deliberate bias in favour of Asians. During 
that year the UK contributed 15.9 per-cent of 
all immigrants to Australia, of whom about 
10 per-cent were coloured. New Zealand 
contributed 14.4 per-cent, of whom about 10 


Page eight 


per-cent were Polynesians. Other population 
groups came from Vietnam, China and 
Taiwan, the Phillipines, Hong Kong, 
Lebanon, Malaysia and India. We are told 
that since 1975 Australia has taken more than 
100,000 Indo-Chinese refugees. The children 
of these refugees are registered as ‘Austral- 
ian’. This helps to conceal the true facts from 
concerned Australians. A similar device is of 
course practised here in Britain. 


AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT SET 
ON NATIONAL 
SELF-DESTRUCTION 


Britons who are being subjected in their 
own country to a similar flood of racial 
minorities will read with grim understanding 
some figures published in News and Views 
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MULTI-RACIAL SCENE IN A BRITISH SCHOOL 


| 


Croat, German, Dutch, Turkish, Arabic, 
Chinese, Armenian, Macedonian, etc. We 
learn that in Gove there are about 70 separate 
ethnic groups. We are told that this is 
considerably less of an ethnic spread than you 
can find on the floor of most Australian 
factories. The writer adds that ‘‘ Australians 
of non-British Isles background have 
transformed the face of the nation since 
World War II.’’ It sounds just like Britain or 
America. 

The article goes on to tell us that: ‘‘the 
pressure on Australia to go on taking 
immigrants from the various regional wars 
and disaster areas is likely to increase.” It is 
indeed, because it is carefully planned. Both 


Britain and the USA are under similar 


pressures — all of course from the noblest of 


Now they want the old Dominions to go the same way 


(Queensland). For instance, of the 7,500 
registered as unemployed by the Cabramatta 
Employment Service 70 per-cent were born 
overseas, and of these only 4 per-cent came 
from English-speaking countries. These 
people in fact came from no less than 83 
different countries. Clearly, the Australian 
government is intent on destroying any 
vestiges of homogeneous Australian national 
character which still remain. 

The Courier-Mail of August 23rd provides 
further evidence. 85 per-cent of the Darra 
State School pupils have immigrant parents. 
The second language is Mandarin Chinese. 
Vietnamese children at .the school take 
separate classes to maintain their native 
language. One wonders, in passing, just what 
would happen to a group of Whites in 
Vietnam who dared to ask that they be 
allowed to take separate classes in schools to 
maintain their native language. 

An ecstatic article in our own Daily 
Telegraph tells us of a visit to the remote 
Australian bauxite town of Gove. Notices in 
the post office were printed in Greek, Serbo- 


‘humanitarian’ and ‘compassionate’ motives. 
Never will there be a hint that the real 
intention is to mongrelise the white race. We 
are told, apprently with approval, that ‘‘the 
day of the Australian-Asian opening batsman 
or cabinet minister is not far away.’’ We have 
been warned! 

The same article continues: ‘‘In modern 
times the governments of both stripes have 
pursued a policy of miulti-culturalism, 
encouraging ethnic groups to remember their 
cultures and the ghosts they left behind in the 
old country.”’ 

Of course, we may be certain that any 
attempt by Whites to remember their cultures 
will be universally condemned as ‘racist’. 


BRUSHING ASIDE PROTEST 


There are of course plenty of Canadians 
and Australians who see clearly what is being 
done to their countries and their race, and are 
bitterly opposed to it. But their efforts to 
make their voice heard and taken notice of 
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THE SIEGE OF SOUTH AFRICA 


Under the microscope: some of the darlings of the 
international liberal-left 


ROM MY FLAT in Cape Town, | look down on St. George’s 

Anglican Cathedral, where Bishop Tutu was “enthroned” 

as archbishop and head of the Anglican Church in South 
Africa in September 1986. A great number of people from all over 
had failed to arrive. Since the weather was cold and drizzling and 
only a small knot of people was visible, the show was much of an 
anti-climax. As far as | know, the only person of note to appear 
was the archbishop of Canterbury, Dr. Robert Runcie, the head of 
the Church of England. The ceremony was not long, and after the 
dwarfish Tutu had clambered down to the floor from his high 
throne and departed to his palace in Bishopscourt, his every 
remark became front-page news in the local humanist (meaning 
anti-Christian) English-language press. In apparent emulation of 
the Pope, whom he no doubt wishes to exceed in fame and 
power, he soon began his globe-trotting tour. 

That his addiction to politics is stronger than his attachment to 
Christianity can hardly be doubted; indeed, it is questionable 
whether Tutu is a Christian at all. ‘‘Some people thought there was 
something odd about Jesus’ birth; it may be that Jesus was an 
illegitimate son,” he has said. Elsewhere he has stated that the 
Holy Spirit is not limited to the Christian Church because it shone 
through the South African-born Mahatma Gandhi, a Hindu -- and 
also, it might be added, a man of color. Tutu, it need not be 
emphasized, is very color sensitive and is always accusing whites 
of racism, while stressing his own. “Thank God | am black. White 
people will have a lot to answer for at the last judgment,” he has 
decreed. (Could it be for the sin of making him an archbishop of a 
white Christian church and giving him a palace to live in?) From 
the way he speaks it would seem that he expects to occupy an 
exalted position at the last judgment, certainly higher than that of 
God's son, who was only an illegitimate white man. l 

Tutu is really no more than a typical Marxist cleric. “I am a 
socialist. | hate Capitalism .... If the Russians were to come to 
South Africa, most blacks would welcome them as saviors . . . the 
West can go to hell.” He keeps saying that he supports the 
objectives, but not the methods, of the African National Congress. 
He also says the day may well come when violence would be 
necessary. Instauration readers may recall his remarks that it 
would be easy for black domestic servants to administer arsenic to 
white infants. But do they know that he also said (South African 
Sunday Times, Jan. 26, 1986): ‘‘Is it not surprising that the black 
Resistance has not yet blown up a school-bus with white children? 
They are the softest targets.” Returning from Lusaka, where, in 
March last year, he met the top members of the African National 
Congress, he dropped this little verbal gem: “Oh! It was all good. 
They called me Comrade Archbishop!” : 

One would have thought that the man would be transparent to 
everybody, surely to President Reagan, whom he called a racist 
and whom he wants replaced by a Democrat. Nevertheless, he 
still reaps a political and financial harvest in the United States, 
where he urges disinvestment as the best way of destroying the 
South African state, regardless of how badly it will affect his own 
people. He demanded that Americans sever all ties with South 
Atrica because ‘‘hundreds of children are being detained without 
trial for demonstrating or speaking out against racial separation 
policies.” After only three weeks of such twaddle last year, he 
returned with $500,000, half of which will be used to offset a 
deficit in his diocese, which is attributed to a drastic drop in 
contributions from white Anglicans. He will also need 45,000 
rand ($22,500) to pay for his son’s Alfa Romeo car and lavish 
credit card expenses. He has already shelled out the 600-rand tine 


TUTU 
‘Typical marxist cleric’ 


imposed on the Anglican dean of Johannesburg, who was caught 
by the police while having homosexual fun in a car with a black 
man. As for the brutal police treatment of children, one wonders 
why Tutu is always quite silent about the hundreds of ghastly ritual 
murders of black children that take place every year in Black 
Atrica. 

Not too many months ago, Tutu traveled to Maputo, Mozam- 
bique, to meet the newly installed President Chissano. A local 
newspaper quoted him as saying, “The time for violence has now 
come” -- as if the South African “comrades” had tremendous 
reserves of power and hadn't been exerting their utmost violence 
for the past two years. Tutu, who is clearly a traitor to his country 
and should have had his passport taken away a long time ago, 
thinks he is too famous to be arrested. He is undoubtedly right. But 
one redoubtable South African white, Brigadier Theunis Swane- 
poel, the chief for several years of a crack paramilitary fighting 
torce operating against SWAPO terrorists in South-West Africa, 
and who has had undisclosed dealings with Tutu in the past, has 
minimal reverence for him. Having received information that the 
archbishop, during a trip abroad, had threatened to have him 
liquidated, Swanepoel let him know, “I am not looking for trou- 
ble, but if you want it, come and the same will happen to you as in 
the past. But, Tutu, this time they will carry vou out feet first.” This 
matter was handed to Tutu’s lawyers, but nothing more was heard 
Of It. 


‘WITCH DOCTOR IN GUISE OF CHURCHMAN’ 


Tutu’s triumphant progress around the world did run into some 
trouble in Australia, where he had gone mainly to protest against a 
recent Aussie “rebel” cricket tour of South Africa. He wanted the 
players to be rigorously punished. “They must be treated like 
pariahs,” he intoned. Bruce Ruxton, president of the Returned 
Services League, regardless of the shrieks of protest from the 
newspapers, accused Tutu of supporting terrorism, saying he was 
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nothing more than a “modern-day witch-doctor dressed up in the 
garb of a churchman. | don’t believe the majority of Australians 
expect a man of the cloth to support the sort of thuggery, looting 
and murder that is being perpetrated in South Africa by Soviet- 
backed national liberation groups like the ANC.” The British press 
joined in the attack upon Ruxton by describing him as a half- 
baked extremist, and in doing so incidentally. disclosed that he 
actually had a lot more to say, such as that the white race must 
learn to stick together and that no coloureds should be allowed 
into Australia. 

Oliver Tambo of the ANC had a much rougher time of it than his 
friend Tutu when he visited Australia. At the very outset he had to 
vacate a packed hall of about 1,500 students in Melbourne’s La 
Trobe University when they hurled abuse at him and started 
blocking exits. It was Mr. Ruxton again who had got the ball 
rolling by recounting the ANC’s activities. Australian foreign af- 


~ RUNCIE 

Does the pose seen here 
indicate that his African 
terrorist pals are giving him 


some embarrassment and 
concern? 


fairs specialists tried to contradict Ruxton by claiming they did not 
know of the ANC’s close connections with Moscow, its violence 
against civilians and its encouragement of necklace murders -- 
which can only possibly mean that these “experts” had conspired 
to keep the Australian people in ignorance of such matters. On his 
arrival in Perth, Tambo was greeted by scores of tire-wearing 
demonstrators and shouts of ‘‘murderer!’’, while in Sydney the 
mayor and 27 councillors boycotted a civic reception for him. All 
ot these eraon were aggravated by Tambo’s refusal to 
meet Mr. Ruxton in a televised debate. Tambo’s critics woutd 
certainly have been more active if they had known about the latest 
refinements in necklacking, in which the victim's genitalia are cut 
off, the eyes gouged out and the brain scraped out, for which little 
delicacies the witch-doctors pay well. It remains only to be said 
that the hosts of both Tutu and Tambo were the Anglican Church 
of Australia and Prime Minister Bob Hawke. 

With regard to Tutu’s anti-Jewish speeches in America and 
South Africa itself, which Instauration reported but which the 
local press completely hushed up, it is to be noted that he made 
amends, or tried to, by making a pro-Jewish oration a little while 
ago. This was reported in the newspapers. 

The archbishop of Canterbury, Dr. Runcie, said in London on 
his return from South Africa that he “understood” black violence 
and supported the leadership provided by people like Nelson 
Mandela in the struggle for a black South African state. He denied 
that Tutu was a Communist, just because he had asked the West to 
side with the ANC (as Runcie himself does), and said that, on the 
contrary, Tutu was a man of peace. Runcie called upon the 
world’s leading economic powers to bring South Africa down 
with “targeted sanctions,” by which he meant banks and gold. He 
wrote to Mrs. Thatcher that the claim of the South African ‘‘police 
state” to be Christian was sheer blasphemy and that Britain must 
show itself totally opposed to a government whose arrogance, 
illegality, militarism and unconcern for the poor justify its isola- 
tion. Having visited the shantytown of Crossroads, he felt that he 
was looking at the inevitable result of South African government 
policy. No doubt Tutu had retrained from informing his fellow 
archbishop that the Crossroads squatters were illegal immigrants 
who could not be persuaded to do anything for themselves and 


who insisted that the reviled white man should do everything for 
them. In reality their encampment was the inevitable result of the 
reckless overbreeding which afflicts the whole of Africa and 
which no one can do anything to stop. 

“Liberals” and their like are fascinated by social ‘‘sore spots” 
and are always looking for them. In South Africa they concentrate 
on Crossroads or Soweto. They are like visitors to America who 
would go straight to Harlem, condemn it as an example of crimi- 
nal white neglect, and then go home without having looked at any 
other part of the country. As it happens, Runcie, who appears to 
have donned the mantle or chasuble of the late Red dean of 
Canterbury, Dr. Hewlett Johnson, is not popular in his own coun- 


‘try, least of all with Mrs. Thatcher, because of his behavior during 


the Falklands conflict, which he and his church had much op- 
posed and were afterwards equally reluctant to celebrate as a 
victory. The government had wanted the usual Thanksgiving ser- 
vice at St. Paul’s Cathedral, but didn’t get it, though prayers were 
oftered for the Argentine dead! 


CofE NO LONGER REPRESENTS PEOPLE 


The fact is that the Church of England ceased to represent the 
English people a long time ago. As far as | know the last patriot was 
Dean Inge, whom Bernard Shaw respected for his ability to make 
fools of the socialists. But this takes us back to the last century. 
Today, although the Anglican Church claims to have 70 million 
adherents worldwide, it must be counting 40 million or so native 
English, who only belong to it nominally. Religion is moribund in 
Northern Europe, so the churches look to places like Africa for 
future expansion, however unrecognizable their creeds might 
become in the process. But no matter how devout a church may 
be, it still needs money. The Church of England cannot hope to 
match the wealth of the Church of Rome, but it does possess 
property and stocks worldwide valued at over £2 billion and it 
does not intend to surrender a shilling of this, even in blasphem- 
ous South Africa. Most of this Anglican treasure is invested in 
multinational companies like Shell, which is said to ‘‘underpin 
Apartheid.” 

Winnie (Nozano) Mandela, who is living in a luxury mansion 
built in the Soweto suburb of Beverly Hills (one of the suburbs 
never shown on foreign television), has been back in the news 
again recently. She was pelted with soft-drink cans, litter and sand 
when leaving the Cape Town Supreme Court after attending the 
trial of her friend, the wealthy “socialite” Mrs. Lindi Mangaliso, 
who was convicted of murdering her husband. 

What the cunning Lindi did was to hire two men to stab her 
spouse to death in the bedroom while she ‘‘siept’’ next to him. 
Lindi is the daughter of a leading member of the ANC, hence the 
Winnie contact, and when Winnie emerged trom the court, after 
testifying in her friend's behalf, she was pelted by a mob of black 
women before her limo arrived and whisked her away. Why the 
women pelted her | don’t know, though it would probably not be 
for any reason that would occur to white people. What the trial did | 
show, however, was what kind of people belong to Winnie’s 
circle of friends. 

Incidentally, both Nelson Mandela and Tutu were named hon- 
Orary citizens of Florence at a ceremony at the Palazzo Vecchio. 
Florence, the city that witnessed a flowering of genius unequalled 
since the days of the Greeks, has sunk as low as the West in 
general. Quite forgotten by the Florentines were the gifts of money 
so generously bestowed upon the city by white South Africans 
after the disastrous flood a few years ago. The ingratitude is 
comparable to that of the city of Warsaw, which refused South 
Africans permission to commemorate the air crews who gave their 
lives in suicidal low-level bombing attacks on the Germans during 
the 1944 uprising of the Polish Resistance. The surviving airmen 
tend to wonder whether they tought on the wrong side. 


Reproduced with acknowledgements to INSTAUR- 
ATION, Box 76, Cape Canaveral, FI. 32920, U.S.A. 


THE REDDENING OF THE > 


NATIONAL FRONT 


As the NF ditches the Union Jack, JAMES THURGOOD 
asks: what is behind it all? 


THE UNION JACK was a flag behind 
which thousands of British nationalists 
marched proudly in the 1970s when it was 
the principal emblem used by the National 
Front. Indeed, so closely did the NF 
become identified with this flag as a result 
of these marches that one became, in the 
minds of many of the public, associated 
immediately with the other. The adoption 
of the national flag by the Front in those 
days was right and natural, because the 
party identified itself more with the cause 
of patriotism than did any other. This 
adoption was grudgingly praised by the 
NF’s opponents as a ‘master-stroke’ of 
political tactics, as it coupled the party 
inextricably with the nation. 

But it is not to be anymore. The present 
National Front has now made the decision to 
drop the Union Jack. This decision was 
announced in the January issue of National 
Front News in a statement headed *National- 
ism not Imperialism’. In the statement it was 
said:- ERE 

“The National Front accepts that many people in 

Britain are deeply stirred by the history and 

traditions associated with the Union Jack. We too 

are proud of many of the deeds of daring and 
heroism done by our forebears under that flag, but 

we also believe that its connections with City 


re en er 


of London imperialism and the suppression of 
true nationalism from Cymru to Egypt and from 
Eire to Australia, make it totally unsuitable as the 
banner of the National Revolutionary Movement. 
**It has therefore been replaced on our front page 
by the far older flags of the nations to which, if we 
go back to our roots as nationalists must, our 
peoples owe their allegiance. We do not believe 
there is such a thing as “‘the British nation.’ 
Britain is a Family of Nations. Accordingly, we 
display with pride the banners of England, 
Scotland, Cymru and the future flag of Ulster. `` 


This changeover marks just one more stage 


in the transition of the National Front from a 


full-blooded British nationalist movement, as 
it was in its heyday of the 1970s, to a party 
that shares much more in common with the 
radical left than it does with nationalism in 
this country. 

When John Tyndall, who had led the Front 
through its period of greatest success in the 
1970s, made his stand in early 1980 against 
growing trends of leftism in the party he said 
that the Front had always been in danger of 
being infiltrated by the agents of its political 
opponents. The new leadership structure 
which he proposed for the NF was specific- 
ally designed to guard against this. At the 
time, many laughed at this diagnosis of the 
NF’s problems and dismissed it as ‘paranoia’. 
In the years subsequent to this, we have often 


THE NATIONAL FLAG | 
In the 1970s the National Front was proud to march under it, as here. Now it has been 
abandoned because it is regarded as ‘imperialist’. Today the Front even refuses to 
acknowledge the existence of a British Nation! 


stated that the National Front has in fact been 
heavily infiltrated by left-wing elements, 
while Front supporters have continued to 
dismiss these warnings as being ‘alarmist’. 
So let us examine the facts. 


ADOPTION OF LEFT-WING 
IDEOLOGY AND POLICIES 


From the moment when Mr. Tyndall and 
his followers broke off their connections with 
the National Front in June 1980, the Front has 
taken, one-by-one, a series of policy turns 
that bring it firmly into line with standard left- 
wing positions on most of the major national 
issues. The first of these was the adoption of a 
policy of ‘workers’ control’ of the main 
branches of British industry. Previous to this, - 
and under Tyndall’s leadership, the NF had 
been in favour of a system of economic 
nationalism under which private enterprise 
and private ownership of industry would be 
preserved but would be subject to a series of 
government regulations geared to ensure that 
they operated in the national interest. This 
system bore little relation to the present. 
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NATIONALISM 
NOT 
IMPERIALISM 


THE NATIONAL FRONT accepts that 
many people in Britain are deeply 
stirred by the history and traditions 
associated with the Union Jack. We too 
are proud of many of the deeds of dar- 
ing and heroism done by our forebears 
under that flag, but we also believe 
that its connections with City of Lon- 
don imperialism and the suppression 
of true nationalism from Cymru to 
Egypt, and trom Eire to Australia, 
make it totally unsuitable as the banner 
of the National Revolutionary Move- 
ment. 

It has thérefore been replaced on 
our front page by the far older flags of 
the nations to which, if we go back to 
Our roots as nationalists must, our 
peoples owe their allegiance. We do 
not believe that there is such a thing as 
“the British nation.” Britain is a Family 
of Nations. Accordingly, we display 
with pride the banners of England, 
Scotland, Cymru and the future flag of 
Ulster. 


THE NEW ORDER OF THINGS 
The NF’s paper explains why the party 
has rejected the Union Jack 
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system of laissez-faire capitalism favoured by 
the Thatcher Tories. Nevertheless, it was 
equally far removed from the Soviet-type 
system under which industry would be 
plundered from those whose capital invest- 
ment and dynamism had built it up, and 
would be handed over to the ownership of the 
workforce without the latter ever being 
required to purchase it with their own funds. 
In effect, the system would be legalised theft, 
and, besides this, would remove industry 
from the control of its natural leaders and 
place it under committees whose members 
had given no evidence whatever of their 
capacity for industrial leadership at the 
highest. level. In effect, this ‘workers’ 
control’ policy was nine-tenths of the way 
along the path to bolshevism and differed 
only in minor detail from the programme of 
the Bennite wing of the present Labour Party. 


DESERTION OF 
OVERSEAS KINFOLK 


Not long afterwards came another policy 
change. The old NF had always been faithful 
to the principle of maintaining strong ethnic 
ties with the countries of the White Common- 
wealth — an indispensable plank in the 
platform of true British Nationalism. It was 
always made clear that this policy differed 
from the old rmperialism in that it recognised 
our White Commonwealth cousins as equal 
partners and did not involve any attempt to 
bring them back under the sovereignty of the 
United Kingdom. The policy called for a new 
form of Commonwealth organisation to be 
adopted by each member in a spirit of 
voluntary co-operation, and which 
respected the right of any member to 
withdraw its co-operation if it saw fit. In 
effect, the policy was framed in the same 
spirit as that in which Britain and her 
Dominions came together in World War II in 
a common cause. None was obliged to take 
part; each did so of its own free will. 

Nevertheless, this policy was soon 
dismissed by the new NF management, quite 
falsely and dishonestly, as ‘imperialist’ and 
‘reactionary’ and was represented as an 
attempt to. erode the national sovereignty of 
other White Commonwealth nations. The 
programme of a closely-knit White Common- 
wealth was abandoned by the NF, which 
retreated then into the shell of ‘Little 
England’. 

It need hardly be mentioned that the alien- 
ation of Britain from her kith and kin overseas 
is an aim commonly endorsed and pursued by 
the political left in this country. 

Parallel with the break-up of the White 
Commonwealth, the latter-day NF then began 
to pursue a policy for the break-up of the 
United Kingdom. Part of this was the 
proposal of separation of Northern Ireland 
from Britain. The NF adopted a policy of 
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‘independence’ for Ulster. It did not go as far 
— yet — of advocating the incorporation of 
Ulster into the Irish Republic; that would have 
been perhaps too bitter pill for its rank-and- 
file supporters to swallow in one gulp. 
However, from the standpoint of the United 
Kingdom there is little difference between 
Northern Ireland as a nation on its own and 
Northern Ireland as part of the Republic; in 
either event, the province would be lost to 
Britain. Also of course, the separation of 
Ulster from the UK would be regarded by 
Irish Republicans, including the IRA, as a 
very welcome ‘halfway house’ between a 
British Northern Ireland and an Irish Repub- 
lican one. Ulster, with British protection 
removed from it, would be far less able to 
resist incorporation in Eire at a later date. 
This policy constitutes just one more of the 


-many that would be warmly applauded at a 


Labour or Liberal Party conference. 

But that is only part of the scheme. It is 
quite clear that the Front of today wants to 
split up the British mainland as well. Does it 
not say in its explanation of its decision to 
jettson the Union Jack that **we do not believe 
that there is such a thing as ‘the British 
nation’. And does it not say also that 
‘Cymru’ (not Wales) is a victim of **City of 
London imperialism’’? The Front is, in 
effect, making common cause with Welsh 
and Scottish separatists — as does the 
orthodox left in this country. 


BAN THE BOMB! 


It is well known that the British left is 
committed to the abolition of Britain's 
independent nuclear deterrent. Perhaps fewer 
people know that the National Front now is 
committed to a similar policy. As we showed 
in last month's issue of Spearhead, the Front 
recently published a reprint of one of our old 
front pages in which there was a drawing of 
Leonid Brezhnev (Russia's boss at the time) 
manipulating puppet-strings on the end of 
which were attached typical ‘CND’ figures in 
Britain. Our caption when we first printed 
this drawing was ‘CND = Campaign. for 
National Death’ and our purpose in this was to 
point out that Britain would cease to be an 
independent or sovereign nation if, in a world 
like the present one, it sacrificed its own 
capacity for nuclear retaliation in the event of 
a nuclear attack — a view that is held 
by practically everyone in this country 
outside the left of politics. 

But the National Front of today believes 
that such a policy amounts to “‘senile Tory 
imperialism,’* as it made clear in its own 
caption to its reprint of the drawing. As we 
remarked last month, the NF has now made 
common cause with the shuffling lesbians, 
weirdos and political priests of the *Ban-the- 
Bomb’ movement. 


DOWN WITH THE POLICE! 


The latter-day NF has adopted a similarly 
left-wing stance in its attitude to the police, 
with NF publications over the past few years 
regularly featuring articles and news items 


portraying Britain’s police forces in the worst 
possible light. 

In the Front in former days, and in the BNP 
today, the leadership has never hesitated to 
criticise the actions of individual police 
officers where these indicated bias against 
nationalists — or indeed any other kind of 
dereliction from duty or abuse of power. Care 
was, and has been, always taken, however, 


‘not to extend this criticism into condemnation 


of the police as a whole, a silly and politically 
juvenile attitude which most people associate 
with marxists and kindred left-wingers in this 
country, whose strategy it is to weaken the 
standing of the police at every opportunity. 

The latest of these exctrsions into leftish 
idiocy occurred on the front page of the issue 
of National Front News to which I have 
referred. Under big headlines screaming 
‘Above the Law’ was a picture of a group of 
policemen. The following report referred to 
an incident in Middlesex involving a police 
officer and a motorist in which the police 
officer may well have acted wrongly. The 
report in NFN, however, expanded its 
criticism of this officer into a general swipe at 
the police, saying that ‘‘the police are fast 
coming to be considered ‘above the law’.’’ 
The use of a photograph of random police 
officers, instead of the particular officer 
involved in the incident, underlined the 
objective of using the incident to discredit the 
police generally. 

This item, taken in conjunction with many 
others appearing in NF publications during 
the 1980s, goes to portray a picture of a 
basicly left-wing ‘anti-police’ attitude, which 
seizes upon every possible opportunity to do 
the police down, while never highlighting any 
of the occasions on which policemen perform 
their duties with admirable efficiency, 
impartiality and courage. 


RACE: THE THIN END OF 
THE WEDGE 

The present NF leadership knows that it 
would be highly damaging to its position in 
the eyes of its party followers were it to make 
a decision to abandon, in one single step, the 
racial principles that have always formed a 
central strand in NF ideology. The issue of 
race probably arouses stronger feelings 
among Front followers than any other single 
issue of political importance. This was the 
case in the 1970s and it is still probably the 
case today. To opt in one leap, therefore, for 
the left-wing programme of multi-racialism 
would be political suicide as far as the Front 
leaders are concerned. 

But what is certainly discernible is a piece- 


meal retreat from the traditional racial 


position of the NF in its heyday, couched in 
terms of explanation which conceal what is 
the probable ultimate objective. 

Again, this was highlighted in a recent 
issue of National Front News in which it was 
announced proudly to the world that the Front 
had made a successful complaint to the Press 
Council over an item appearing in The Star 
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newspaper — on the grounds that the item 


was ‘racist’. Quite obviously, this complaint, ' 


and the subsequent publicity given to it, had 
been decided upon as part of a deliberate 
policy of courting that wishy-washy section 
of the British populace that does not exactly 
enthuse over coloured immigration or the 
multi-racial society but lacks the gumption to 
identify itself with those who have made a 
firm stand in the cause of white racial self- 
defence. At the same time this new step 
would appear to represent the thin end of the 
wedge of ‘anti-racism’, which cause the Front 
could well take up in the fullness of time, 
when it has alienated its old supporters and 
recruited new ones of the kind mentioned. 
As part of this stance, the NF is now 
proclaiming that it repudiates what it calls the 
‘destructive’ and ‘negative’ racial attitudes of 
those who formed the bulk of its leadership 
and membership in the 1970s. In fact, this is a 
wholly unjustified insult to those who 
marched with, and fought for, the Front in 
those days. Their attitudes on race never were 
‘destructive’ or ‘negative’; their first 
sentiment was love of their own race: this led 
them to oppose uncompromisingly the 
policies aimed at the destruction of their race 
that were promoted by the governments of 
those years. The NF leadership of the 1970s 
never encouraged hatred of other racial 
groups, only opposition to multi-racialism; 
and it was quite prepared to applaud state- 
ments by black spokesmen when these 


indicated a similar support of racial separate- 


ness, as was the case in a Spearhead article 
complimenting the black boxer Muhammed 
Ali when in a TV interview he said that he did 
not wish his children to be white or half- 
white. 


SUMMARY 


Perhaps at this point I may summarise the 
depatures made by the post-1980 National 
Front leadership from traditional nationalist 
principles and in the direction of the 
principles of the political left. They are:- 


(1) The private enterprise system has been 
abandoned in favour of a Soviet-style system 
for the running of the economy in which 
private ownership is only permitted in the 
case of very small concerns. This is presented 
as ‘workers’ control’’ rather than public 
ownership’ but in fact the difference between 
the two is a difference only between two 
variations of left-wing ideology. 


(2) A policy has been adopted which amounts 
to the desertion and abandonment of our 
White Commonwealth kinfolk and which 
describes all ideas of White Commonwealth 
partnership as ‘imperialism’ — a term used 
by the NF with the same, hostile vehemence as 
it is used by the left. 

(3) The break-up of the United Kingdom is 
favoured with a policy of expulsion of loyal 
Ulster, while the separation of England, 
Scotland and Wales is thinly disguised by the 
use of the term ‘family of nations’. 
Meanwhile it is claimed that there is no such 
thing as a ‘British nation’. 


rejected as an ‘imperialist’ flag. 
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(4) As part of the above, the Union Jack is 
(5) Britain’s own independent nuclear deter- 
rent is to abandoned in line with the policy of 
the CND. 

(6) A policy of antagonism towards the police 
has been adopted. 


Aside from these almost wholesale lurches 
towards left-wing ideology, there has been at 
least a partial abandonment of the Front’s 
traditional position on race, disguised by 
verbiage which dismisses that position as 
‘destructive’ and ‘negative’. 

I do not know what other readers think all 
this indicates, but to me its indications are 
loud and clear. In all of it I detect the foul 
stink of left-wing infiltration and take-over. 
Of course I cannot prove that the present 
Front leaders are working consciously and 
deliberately for the left, having been placed in 
the Front in the way that the left places 
infiltrators and ‘sleepers’ in other 
organisations to do its dirty work for it — 
such proof would be hard to come by. I can 
only say that, if this had in fact happened, 
those infiltrators could not have done a better 
job for the left than the Front leaders are doing 
today. 
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Even that large part of the NF membership 
which went along with much of this nonsense 
for the first part of the present decade 
eventually found the leftward swing too much 
even for themselves. They split away from 
the official Front in 1986, only recognising 
what John Tyndall and his supporters had 
recognised six years earlier. 

But instead of doing the honourable and 
chivalrous thing, which was to recognise that 
Tyndall & Co. had been right all along and to 
throw their support behind the BNP, these 
people chose to set up another organisation, 
thus making the nationalist movement in 
Britain even more splintered than it was 
already. 

Which is a great pity, because had they 
taken the alternative course — and in the 
circumstances the only rational and sensible 
one — a combination could have been formed 
which very quickly could have eclipsed the 
quasi-marxist Front and driven it out of 
business. 

As it is, the task of defeating this treason 
against the nationalist movement and cause in 
Britain will be longer and harder. But it must 
be accomplished, if the movement is to 
acquire the great momentum it had a decade 
ago. 
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ANTI-POLICE AGITATION 
This picture and heading are typical of latter-day NF propaganda. They accompany an 
article dealing with the alleged misdemeanours of only one police officer 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


It is a mark of the ascendancy of the liberal ideology (with its attendant 
guilt) in the advanced western nations, most particularly in the United States and 
Great Britain, that for the first time in history disarmament proposals and pacifist- 
tending ideas are being pressed, not by the nations with inferior arms in order to 
weaken the stronger, but by the stronger in order to weaken themselves: to 

sacrifice their relative advantage, and thereby to lessen their ability to defend 
their interests and ideals. True enough, the governments of the western nations 
have in some measure been trapped into disarmament pacifism by the calculated 
manipulations of the communists and the intuitively shrewd demagogy of the 
Afro-Asian leaders. But quite apart from all deliberate efforts from the outside, the 
disarmament-pacifist trend in western opinion is also self-imposed: a derivative 
of the rationalist habit of understanding ‘peace’ as an abstract universal instead 


of a concrete and dynamic condition... 


James Burnham 


SUICIDE OF THE WEST (written 1964) 
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SOUTH AFRICA: THE TRUE 


FACTS ABOUT 


BLACK ‘UNREST’ 


Prof. Dr. A.D. PONT gives an insight not normally published 


in the British press 


DAY AFTER DAY, the English-medium 
newspapers churn out the story that the 
present unrest in the black townships — 
the killings, stone-throwing, school 
boycotts and petrol-bombings are solely 
and purely the result of ‘black anger’. 

These newspapers then tell the harrowing 
story of the frightful oppression which 
supposedly weighs down on the Blacks. No 
greater hardship exists, so we are told, than 
the pass laws, requiring Blacks to carry an 
identity document stating, inter alia, if and 
where they work. 

The second ‘enormous burden’ the Blacks 
bear, so we are told, are the influx control 
laws which prevent the Blacks from migrat- 
ing to the cities without having work or a 
means of subsistence there. 

Needless to say, the so-called ‘black rage’ 
is not directed at the fact that the Blacks in the 
townships have -heavily white-subsidised 
housing, transport, schooling, electricity and 
what-have-you. The ‘anger’ is probably 
directed at the fact that they are not getting 
everything they may need or want for 
nothing. 

It is never mentioned in the leftist press that 
only 10-12 per-cent of Greater Soweto’s 
population is economically active. The rest 
do not work because they do not want to 
work. Needless to say, they are a burden on 
the white taxpayer. But this is never 
mentioned. 

Here and overseas, a picture is presented of 
black people revolting against ‘white 
oppression, fighting for a place in the sun in 
the so-called affluent South Africa, which is, 
as in most African countries, only affluent for 
those who wield political and economic 
power. 

The poor Blacks, so the propaganda runs, 
are either starving in bleak homelands (where 
in various instances white farmers formerly 
existed in comfort through planning and sheer 
/ hard work) or are oppressed to near extinction 
in the townships. 


LEFTIST POLITICAL SOLUTION 
The political solution as propagated by the 
leftist media boils down to the surrender of 
political power of the ‘white minority regime’ 
to the numerically stronger black majority. 
This without taking into account the fact that 
South Africa, at least those regions which the 
Whites occupy to this day, never was a part of 
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any black possession. 

Now the Afrikaner must surrender his 
political and national birthright to latter-day 
immigrants. This in face of the fact that 
political power yielded by the White Man to 
black majority rule has, in Africa at least, 
always led to economic ruin and to the 
destruction of everything resembling either a 
democratic or decent lifestyle for the ordinary 
citizen. 

The situation in any black socialist state 
north of the Limpopo underlines this basic 
fact. 

The myth of ‘black anger’ in the town- 
ships, so carefully propagated, is used to 
conceal the real situation. Although the 
picture is fairly confused, it can still be said 
that the unrest, the stone-throwing, the petrol- 
bombings, are, in the main, a black ‘war’ 
against other Blacks, and at present only 
incidentally directed against the white 
government. 

The unrest is, at the heart of the matter, a 


struggle for control and power in the town- 


ships, and it is an attack fomented by the 
forces of the left, the ANC and the SA 
Communist Party. The front organisations 
that used to cloak this war with a semblance of 
decency are the UDF, to a certain extent the 
SACC, and any number of thick-headed 
clerics warbling about ‘love’, ‘social justice’, 
etc. 


REPLICA OF S.W.A.P.O. WAR 


The events in the townships are, to a large 
extent, a replica of the SWAPO ‘war’ in 
South West Africa. There, SWAPO is mainly 
fighting a battle for the hearts and minds of 
the Ovambo clans. 

Their weapons are murder, terror and 


UNREST IN 
SOUTH AFRICA 
Most of the ‘anger’ 
among Blacks is not 
spontaneous; it is 
communist-inspired 


intimidation so as to secure a power-base in 
Ovamboland and to force the Ovambo clans 
to support the political aims of SWAPO. Only 
indirectly does SWAPO use its military 
personnel against the South African security 
forces. 

The media propaganda sees and describes 
this low-intensity war in SWA as a straight 
fight between the security forces and 
SWAPO. But the fact of the matte- is that the 
South African security forces have to seek 
and hunt down the SWAPO terrorists before 
they are enabled to intimidate, murder and 
subjugate the Ovambo clans by sheer terror. 

It is interesting to note that the Ovambo 
clans are gradually becoming aware of the 
fact that SWAPO does not represent liberat- 
ion but communist subjugation and terror 
where only the top echelons of the communist 
pyramid enjoy the life-style which, in a 
civilised community, is enjoyed by all. 

In the townships in South Africa the 
communist forces are fighting a terrorist 
‘war’ against all Blacks who stand against or 
outside the communist organisations. That is 
why black elected councillors, policemen, 
shopkeepers, etc., who do not acknowledge 
loyalty to the communist forces are attacked 
and murdered. 

In this situation, the South African police 


‘have to maintain law and order and protect 


life and property. This naturally brings them 
into confrontation with these communist 
forces and their puppets, which gives the 
communists the dime sion they need to pose 
as the ‘liberators’. 

The Blacks do not see that the ‘liberty’ the 
communists strive for is the iiberty to put all 
and everyone into the communist straight- 


Contd. on page 20 


SIR: I read with interest H.S. Hall’s 
comments on the ‘Peter Simple’ column in 
The Daily Telegraph. Oddly enough, the day 
after I did so ‘Peter Simple’ wrote the follow- 
ing (Daily Telegraph, 7th January):- 


**The answer can only be because a large number 
of Jews from other parts of the world decided, for 
familiar historical reasons, to lay claim to 
Palestine as their ‘homeland’, regardless of the 
fact that it was already the home of more than a 
million Palestinians. 

‘*Any grounds on which the Israelis can claim a 
‘moral right’ to occupy Palestine, by virtue of 
their ancestors having once lived there, are ones 
which the Palestinians themselves can claim with 
considerably greater justification. In other words, 
the only real ‘right’ by which the Israelis can lay 
claim to another people's country is that of 
superior force. `’ 


If you inspect the column closely, you will 


see that it is fact signed ‘Peter Simple II’. The 


original ‘Peter Simple’ was in my opinion the 
only writer in the media who spoke out on 
issues that others avoided. By the look of 
things, ‘Peter Simple II’ is carrying on this 
tradition. Let us hope he is allowed to 
continue — for criticism of Israel could anger 
very powerful forces. 
DAVID P. BALL 
Loughborough, Leics. 


SIR: I was appalled and disgusted to read your 
savage attack on Mr. Winston Churchill in 
your December issue. With all his faults, he 
was our war leader. In the dark days of 1940, 
his art of powerful oratory did much to bind 
the nation against the forces of Nazi 
Germany. No doubt he did carry out a lot of 
bluff or poker, but he fooled that evil man 
Hitler who neither smoked nor drank and was 
a vegetarian. He was beaten by a man who 
perhaps was half-drunk a lot of the time. 
Winston Churchill was honoured to the 
very end. What end that vile Hitler had, very 
few people know. 
I shall not renew my subscription to 
Spearhead again. 
E.H. GALLAGHER 
London S.E.10 


SIR: Truly, “*there is nothing new under the 
sun.’ The following are brief extracts from 
the novel Coningsby, written by Benjamin 
Disraeli and published in 1844:- 


“The Tories’ lose an important election at a 
critical moment; “tis the Jews come forward to 


vote against them. The Church is alarmed at the 
scheme of a latitudinarian university, and learns 
with relief that funds are not forthcoming for its 
establishment; a Jew immediately advances and 
endows it. Yet the Jews, Coningsby, are essent- 
ially Tories... You never observe a great intellect- 
ual movement in Europe in which the Jews do not 
greatly participate. The first Jesuits were Jews; 
that mysterious Russian diplomacy which so 
alarms Western Europe is organised and princip- 
ally carried on by Jews; that mighty revolution 
which is at this very moment preparing in 
Germany, and which will be, in fact, a second 
and greater Reformation, and of which so little is 
as yet known in England, is entirely developing 
under the auspices of Jews, who almost 
monopolise the chairs of Germany...A few years 
back we were applied to by Russia. I resolved to 
go myself to St. Petersburg. I had, on my arrival, 
an interview with the Russian Minister of 
Finance, Count Cancrin; I beheld the son of a 
Lithuanian Jew. The loan was connected with the 
affairs of Spain; I resolved on repairing to Spain 
from Russia. 

“I travelled without intermission. I had an 
audience immediately on my arrival with the 
Spanish Minister Senor Mendizabel; I beheld one 
like myself, the son of a Nuevo Christiano, a Jew 
of Arragon. In consequence of what transpired at 
Madrid, I went straight to Paris to consult the 
President of the French Council; I beheld the son 
of a French Jew, a hero, an imperial 
marshal...The consequence of our consultation 
was that some northern power should be applied 
to in a triendly and mediative capacity. We fixed 
on Prussia; and the President of the Council made 
an application to the Prussian Minister, who 
attended a few days after our conference. Count 
Arnim entered the cabinet, and I beheld a 
Prussian Jew. 

“So you see, dear Coningsby, that the world is 
governed by very different personages trom what 
is imagined by those who are not behind the 
scenes. `` 


As I said, these words were penned almost 


a century and a half ago. The same hidden ` 


hand has controlled mankind continually ever 
since; but nowadays it is, of course, much 
more powerful and terrifying than in the past. 
One of its most devilishly subtle weapons has 
been the use of Democracy — that revoltingly 
cancerous pantomime of idiots, perverts and 
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rattlesnakes. But we must not overlook the 
work of Democracy’s big blood-brother, 
Communism. 

Conversely, the conspirators’ worst fear is 
that any nation will exert its will to survive 
and produce a great and natural leader who 
puts his own people’s interests before their 
own soul-devouring intentions. When this- 
occurs, the reaction is always utterly ruthłess 
and diabolical. Hence the crazy genocidal 
conflict directed against Hitler’s Germany in 
the past. Hence, too, the ceaseless hate- 
propaganda currently spewed up by the ‘free’ 
press against the Ayatollah, and the US-Iran 
war that may well break out soon. 

Let us never forget that the creation of the . 
bastard-state of Israel was not to provide an 
independent Jewish nation or a ‘haven from 
persecution’. The real objective of Zionism 
has always been world-domination from 
Jerusalem. And to deny this is simply to deny 
what many prominent Jewish leaders have 
openly admitted. 

R. PARR 
Chester 


SIR: You say that the British are noisy, drunk 
and frequently violent abroad. But I am a 
regular visitor to Spain for my holidays, and I 
know from my own personal experience that 
this behaviour is spreading to other foreign 
visitors. 
Recently I witnessed one German and a 
group of French badly misbehaving. 
- C.L. HAYWOOD 
Tunbridge Wells, Kent 


SIR: I was most impressed by John Tyndall’ s 
new year’s message in last month’s issue. 

With his leadership, I am certain the 

nationalist movement in Britain can make 

great advances in 1988 and make the year the 

best in our party’s history. 
A.J. MORGAN 
Cardiff 
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THE NEW UNHAPPY LORDS (A.K. Chesterton) 
£3.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks to 
dragoon mankind into a global police state. 1972, 255pp. 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS (Jean Raspail) £2.40. 
A sensational novel about the destruction of the white 
world by Asian immigrant invasion. 1973, 31 1pp. 


THE BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoax destroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard 
Harwood) 50p. The fact-filled pamphlet that refutes the 
Holocaust legends and has evoked Zionist frenzy. 28pp. 


THE HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY 
(Prof. A.R. Butz) £2.40. A scientist applies clinical 
methods to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ and 
completely dissects the myth. 2nd edition 1977, 315pp. 


THE MONEY BOMB (James Gibb Stewart) £3.95. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial system 
and describes its role in creating inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


THE USES OF RELIGION (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. 
Shows that. a sense of racial identity is an essential 
element of nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) 30p. Shows that racial integration is 
not ordained by Christianity and that the reverse is true. 
1970, 16pp. 


THE LEMMING FOLK (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
A witty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashion that are threatening our future. 1980, 
246pp. 


THE GRAND DESIGN (Douglas Reed) £2.00. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. | 

THE DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY (W ilmot Robert- 
son) £7.50. This book has attracted worldwide attention, 
dealing as it does with racial problems in America — ‘and 
not just simply the black-white situation. 2nd edition 
1981, 613pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has been 
an invaluable contribution to the debate ever since it was 
first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and Reason, 
showing how the truth about the race issue has been 
suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 1977), 
192pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed [he 
Lispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 
THE GLOBAL MANIPULATORS (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the 
Bilderburg Group and the Trilateral Commission. 1980, 
OSpp. 

PEACE STUDIES IN OUR SCHOOLS — PROPA- 
GANDA FOR DEFENCELESSNESS (John Marks) 
£2.95. An important book on a major current educational 
scandal: the indoctrination of schoolchildren by pacifist 
and unilaterialist ‘educationalists’. This topical and 
factual study makes it plain that we are not simply 
contronted with odd teachers here and there abusing their 
positions but a whole network of organisations and instit- 
utions, some publicly funded, co-ordinating their attack 
on young people's minds. 1984, 63pp. 

THE ZIONIST CONNECTION (Alfred M. Lilien- 
thal) £13.00. The second edition of a sensational 
exposure by a non-Zionist Jew of Zionist power politics. 
1982, 9O4pp. 

TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
50p. Text of a memorandum to the Royal Commission on 
Criminal Procedure entitled: Infilaation of the government 
by members of subversive or cranmal organisations for the 
purpose of furthermg the interests of those organisations. 
1979, 24pp. 

A WORLD COUP D’ETAT IS PLANNED (Dr. Kitty 
Little) 50p. Updates the above, giving details of the 
destructive effects of treaties foisted on Britain. 1984, 
OOpp. i 

THE COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER (Correlli 
Barnett) £8.95. A welcome reissue of a vitally important 
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Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal charges, 
which should be estimated by calculating one- 
eighth of the total value of the order. Money 
should be enclosed with all orders and all cheques 
and postal orders should be made out to the BNP 
Book Service ONLY and not included in remit- 
tances sent for other items. Orders are likely to be 
dealt with more quickly if the fact that they are 
intended for the BNP Book Service is indicated 
on the envelope. Please send all orders to the 
address above. 


book first published in 1972. Shows how liberalism and 
lack of political realism brought about Britain’s 20th 
century decline in the political, industrial and military 
fields. 643pp. f 

THE ZUNDEL TRIAL AND FREE SPEECH (Doug 
Christie) £2.25. The defence counsel’s address to the 
jury in the infamous trial in Canada of Ernst Zundel for 
daring to question the Holocaust myth. A ringing detence 
of free enquiry and free speech. 1985, 32pp. 


F.D.R. — THE OTHER SIDE OF THE COIN 
(Hamilton Fish) £5.00. An exposure of President 
Roosevelt’s war guilt and trickery by a former associate. 
1976, 255pp. 

STATE SECRETS (Count Leon de Poncins) £3.50 
A study of some little known state documents that throw 
much light on recent history. 1975, 191pp. 


CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £1.50. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks and newspapers. 
1974, 48pp. 


THE CONTROVERSY OF ZION (Douglas Reed) 
£9.00. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblicat times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, S8Opp. 

THE NAMELESS WAR (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£3.25. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War, including informat- 
ion on previous upheavals. The author had the honour of 
being imprisoned without trial for four years during the 


: war, despite his status as a member of parliament. 


Originally published 1952, 128pp. 


THE SIX MILLION RECONSIDERED (W. Grim- 


stad) £2.50. Examines not only the ‘Holocaust’ but other 
topics involved in the Jewish Question, including the 


exploitation of the ‘anti-semitic’ smear. 1977, 170pp. 


NUREMBERG AND OTHER WAR CRIMES 
TRIALS: A NEW LOOK (Richard Harwood) 75p. A 
scholarly exposure of this cynical travesty of justice. 
1978, 68pp. 

RACIAL KINSHIP (H.B. Isherwood) 30p. a further 
well argued presentation of the case for ‘racism’ by the 
author of Race and Politics. 1974, 36pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo - 


P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally tor God, 
Family and Country in 1966. 76pp. 

AMERICA‘S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £3.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 
POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 1OIpp. 


THE ENEMY OF EUROPE (Francis Parker Yockey 
& Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £6.00. Thought-provoking 
essay on the powers set on destroying the European 
peoples, written by Yockey and accompanied by a 
review of Yockey’s work by Prot. Oliver. 1981, 240pp. 
1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.00. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 


THE UNHOLY ALLIANCE (Patrick Walsh) £2.25. 


A tormer Canadian undercover police officer exposes the 
dirty tricks employed by Zionists and Communists to 
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misdirect and destroy patriotic groups and to suppress 
free enquiry. 1986, 34pp. 


IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? 

(Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey 

2 modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
pp. 


THE GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL (Michael A. 
Hoffmann II) £4.00. Extremely comprehensive and 
well written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel 
in Canada, also covered in The Zundel Trial and Free 
Speech. 1985, 95pp. 


OUT! U.K. IN E.E.C. SPELLS DISASTER (Oliver 
Smedley) £5.00. The political and economic consequen- 
ces of Britain’s membership of the Common Market. 
1986, 79pp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series of 
articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
pe niga disastrous membership of the EEC. -1987, 
62pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA (Ivor Benson) £3.25. 
Developments in Africa, particularly ‘Zimbabwe’, since 
1960, set against a background of the forces at work in 
the world as a whole. 2nd ed. 1984, 112pp. 
TRADITIONALIST’S ANTHOLOGY (Compiled by 
Elizabeth Lady Freeman) £9.00. A fascinating collect- 
ion of quotations from a wide variety of writers, many of 
which are of direct relevance to the nationalist cause. 
1986, 185pp. f 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years, this 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and the 
British Empire in his insane vendetta against Hitler.. 
1987, SOI pp. 


GAY LESSONS (Rachel Tingle) £2.50. A topical 
exposure of the manner in which homosexuality is 
encouraged among young people by official bodies at 
public expense. 1986, 48pp. 

THE MURDER OF BRITISH INDUSTRY (John 
Boyd) 75p. An exposure of the catastrophic economic 
and industrial effects of Britain's membership of the 
EEC. 1987, 16pp. 

THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £2.00. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power-structures that exist in 
today's world. 1987, OI pp. 


Latest new book 


IVOR BENSON 


THIS AGE 
“of CONFLICT 


CAUSES AND CONSEQUENCES 


OTHER PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


FROM B.N.P. HEADQUARTERS 
(Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, 
London SE23 2LS) 


B.N.P. STATEMENT OF POLICY 


A up-to-date resume of the main political objectives of 
the British National Party. 23p post-free. 


B.N.P. ELECTION MANIFESTO 1983 


Booklet outlining the policies on which the British 
National Party fought the 1983 general election. Entitled 
Vote for Britain (23pp). 43p post-free. 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 

Fed up with the party politicians? Reprint of a popular 
old nationalist leaflet brought up to date. Deals with 
British National Party policies on the main national 
issues. 

Have you been thrown on the scrapheap by foreign 
imports? This leaflet deals with unemployment and 
explains in simple terms how millions of British jobs are 
being destroyed by the international free trade policies of 
successive governments. A brief and concise argument 
for economic nationalism. . 
Violent crime in Britain: the horrifying truth. Deals 
with muggings, rapes and other violent attacks on 
defenceless people, giving examples of specific cases. 
Calls for much tougher treatment of violent criminals. 
This is OUR country. Leaflet questioning people on 
their views on race riots and multi-racialism and telling 


‘ them that if they answer affirmatively their place is with 


the British National Party. Features vivid picture of riot 
area in flames. 


If only we were black... Reprint, up-dated, of a previous 
BNP leaflet, drawing attention to the special favours and 
facilities granted to ethnic minority groups by national 
and local government, and calling on Whites — partic- 
ularly the young — to fight for their rights. 
Can you spot a red teacher? Up-dated reprint of an old 
nationalist leaflet aimed especially at school students and 
giving advice on how to combat left-wing brainwashing 
in the classroom. 
The great Tory con-trick. Entirely new leaflet exposing 
the way the Tories are currently trying to woo the people 
with patriotic slogans, while their policies at root are 
aimed at the destruction of Britain. 

hat’s the dfference? New lcaflet spotlighting the 
similarities between the policies of the ‘establishment 
parties over major issues, and the fact that only the BNP 
Offers a real alternative. 


l hese leaflets cost £6.00 per 1,000 with postage charges of 
be 3- fork OOOand 42:75 far2;0ve. 


B.N.P. POSTERS 
Large posters (17.7in x 25.2in) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of 1981 riot photos, with BNP name 
and address and logo in red, white and blue. Limited 
quantities left in stock. Not being reprinted. 

Plain poster. Contains BNP name and address and logo 
in red, white and blue. Remaining space empty for slogan 
appropriate for occasion to be filled in. Available only to 
accredited BNP regional, branch or group organisers. 
. These large posters cost: 1-9 at 18p each; 10-19 at 15p each; 
20-49 ut 12p each; 50 or over at 9p each. Estimate postage at 
weight of 20g for each poster. 


Medium-sized posters (12.6in x 17.7in) 


Multi-racial Britain: the experiment that failed. Help 
us end it! Collage of riot photos with BNP name and 
address and logo in red, white and blue. 

Oppose the disarmers! Build up our forces! Make 
Britain strong! Photo of Royal Marine in action with 
machine gun, with BNP name and address and logo in 
red, white and blue. 

She freezes in winter while Third World gets £1,000 
million a year. Put British people before aliens! Photo 
of old lady by unlit fire. 

Support Ulster: smash terrorism. Hang IRA murder- 
ers! Drawing of man holding hangman’s rope with wite 
and youngster and flag in background. 

Protect British jobs: ban imports! Special unemploy- 
ment poster with photo of Japanese cars coming off boat 

Protect our women and old folk: stamp out muggers! 
Drawing of typical mugging gang. 

What’s happened to free speech? Up-date of poster 
produced last year showing how the state is trying to gag 
those who oppose the alien invasion of Britain. 


‘| The racial ime bomb 


These medium-sized posters cost: 1-9 at 12p each; 10-19 at 
10p each; 20-49 at 8p each; 50 or over at 6p each. Postage 
should be estimated on the basis of one poster weighing 10g. 


B.N.P. STICKERS 


With slogans: - 

Fight subversion: smash communism! 

Put British people before aliens! (Same as poster) 
Start repatriation! 

Make Britain strong! (Same as poster) 


`- Ban imports! (Same as poster) 


Stamp out muggers! (Same as poster) 

Hang IRA murderers! (Same as poster) 

Protect our young from child murderers: bring back 
the rope! 


Scrap the Anglo-Irish Agreement: Keep Ulster: 


British! 
Love the White Race: Protect its future! 

Abortion is child-murder: Make it illegal! 

Protect us from AIDS: Outlaw homosexuality! 

Get Britain out of the Common Market! 

Stickers with BNP name and address and logo in red, white 
und blue. £2 per 100 plus 24p p&p. 


B.N.P. BADGES 


British National Party badges available for £1.25 post- 
free. 


B.N.P. KEY RINGS 


Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, 
white and blue. £1.75 : l 


B.N.P. RECORDINGS 


Rally ‘82: Speeches from BNP national rally in London. 
on October 16th 1982, the theme of which was ‘Unite and 


fight for Britain’s future!’ | 

Side |: Includes speech by Charles Parker. 

Side 2: Speech by John Tyndall. 

Voices of Nationalism: 

Side 1: Speeches from Nationalist Unity rally in London 
on September Sth 1981. Hear John Tyndall, Kenneth 
McKilliam, Len Bearsford Walker and others. 

Side 2: Studio talk by John Tyndall on theme: ‘The 
coming British revolution’. 

Tyndall speaks I: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of ‘Our Anglo-Saxon heritage 
(about the worldwide dispersion of the peoples of British 
stock). 

Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘Britain’s economic crisis’. 
Tyndall speaks II: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on theme of ‘The case for nationalism’ (the 
internationalist argument demolished). 

Side 2: Talk on the theme of ‘Tragedy of the 20th 
century’ (analysis of the 2nd World War). 

Tyndall Speaks III: Two studio talks:- 

Side |: Talk on theme of ‘Why we must repatriate’. - 
Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘Foundations of the national 
community’ (Discourse on racial nationalism and its 
concepts of government and citizenship). 


Tyndall Speaks IV: Two studio talks:- 

Side 1: Talk on theme of “The way to full employment’. 
Side 2: Talk on theme of ‘The racial time-bomb’ (A 
thorough demolition of the multi-racialist point of view 


New recording 


Pe eee ee aa 
BNP Recordings 


TYNDALL SPEAKS IV 


TYNDALL 
SPEAKS IV 
The BNP 
Leader’s 
latest studio 
talk is on the 


SIDE 1 eee E themes of 
| The way to gsc pad f 
ment an 

| full employment |” race. 
| SIDE 2 Price: £3.50 


plus 
24p p&p. 


and a warning of the dire consequences facing Britain if 
the multi-racial experiment is not ended). 


Cassette recordings available at £3.50 plus 24p p&p. 


FROM NORWICH BRANCH 
(Orders with cash to A9 Johnson 
Place, Norwich NR2 2SA) 


B.N.P. TIES, SELF-ADHESIVE 
STICKERS, BEER MATS, BALL PENS 
& OTHER ITEMS 


3-colour stickers with BNP logo in red, white and blue 
(self-adhesive). £1.13 per 100 or £5 per 500. 


Dark navy blue polyester necktie bearing BNP logo in 
red, white and blue. £4.50 post-free. 


3-colour round stckers with BNP logo in red, white and 
blue (self-adhesive). 1'4in. in diameter: £2.50 for 250; 
£4.25 for 500. 22in. in diameter: £3.50 for 250; £6.25 
for 500. 

Oblong BNP stickers with party logo and name and 
address (red on yellow labels) with slogans: (1) A new 
way forward for Britain; (2) Stop the riots — peace 
through repatriation; (3) Smash the IRA — keep 


‘Ulster British; (4) Join us now! Make Britain a riot- 


free zone; (5) Our country — love it or lose it! £3.50 
for 250; £6.50 for 500; £12 for 1,000. 
New sticker: Every vote counts — vote British 
National Party! (red on white label) with party logo, 
name and address. £5.50 for 500. 

BNP beer mats with large red, white and blue party logo 
and party name and address in blue on white background. 
Ideal recruitment aid for leaving in pubs or for nationalist 
socials. Samples for £1 or packs: £5/£10/£20 inc. p&p. 


BNP ball pens. Brown/gold retractable ball pen with clip: 
3 for £1 inc. p&p. White/blue ball pen: 6 for £1 inc. p&p. 
Both types of pen stamped with party name. 

Stick pen with clip; publicity pencil; publicity pencil with 
rubber; teric ball pen; super retractable pen. One of each 


type for £1 inc. p&p. All stamped with party name. 
‘BNP branch fund cards. Sample card for 26p in stamps. 


10 cards for £1.50 inc. p&p. 

A4-size holocaust leaflet/poster. 100 for £3.40. Grim 
statistics about the forgotten victims of the real 20th 
century Soviet holocaust. Good for distribution to 
opinion-formers. 


‘SPEARHEAD’ STICKERS 


2in-square sticker advertising Spearhead magazine: £1.18 
per 100 or £5 for roll of 500. 


FROM LIVERPOOL BRANCH 
(Orders with cash to PO Box 116, 
Liverpool L69 1SH) 


MORE B.N.P. BALL PENS 


Ball pens bearing the slogan ‘British National Party — 
for race and nation’. Sample for 13p post-free. 


* x x% 


CANDOUR 

British views letter, founded by A.K. Chesterton to 
defend national sovereignty against the menace of inter- 
'national finance. Subscription £5 per year. Obtainable 
from: Forest House, Liss Forest, Hants. GU33 7DD. 


AUSTRALIA FIRST 


A hard-hitting quarterly journal fighting for the national- 
ist cause. Includes events from home and abroad. 
Subscription rates: Aust $8; NZ $12; Others $15. Obtain- 
able from PO Box R345, Royal Exchange, NSW 2000, 
Australia. Overseas: Cash preferred or add $4 to cheque. 


THE THUNDERBOLT 


Hard-hitting paper for American and other white race 
patriots. Sample copy for £1 from: PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


BRITISH NATIONALIST SONG-TAPE 
Containing 9 songs, including: Boys of the Bulldog Breed, 
Britain is my Home, W hite Men Awake!, My Skin is W hite, 
Sons of Britain, Britain is a White Man’s Land, Members of 
the BNP, Soldiers of the BNP and Dear Motherland. 
Available at £3.50 plus 72p p&p. Copies and lyrics sent 
with each order. Orders with cash to: PO, Box 75, 
Plymouth PL1 1SQ. 
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done! 


BUILDING FUND: 
£6,087 NEEDED! 


We are very pleased to announce that the total in 
contributions to our Building Fund received in the 
three weeks since publication of last month’s issue 
(including pledges of money to come) is £913.00. 

This includes £750 pledged by one supporter and 
mentioned in last month’s appeal. 

It means that £6,087 still remains to be raised. 

We hope that in the next month or so all supporters 
will dig deep into their pockets and do their very best 
to help raise much more. We have set ourselves the 
target of acquiring our HQ building sometime this 
year. If all pull their financial weight, this CAN be 


All contributions should be marked ‘Headquarters 
Fund’ and sent to: PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 


£7,000 


£6,000 
£5,000 
£4,000 
£3,000 
EZ 000 
£1,000 


1988 PLANNING CONFERENCE 


THE 1988 PLANNING CONFERENCE held 
on behalf of the British National Party took 
place in London on the 23rd January. 

Chaired by party leader John Tyndall and 
attended by a selection of national and 
regional party officers, the conference ranged 
mainly over a programme of party activities 
for the year and questions of party propa- 
ganda. 

Where major party activities are con- 
cerned, it has provisionally been decided to 
plan the following events:- 


April: Public rallies in BIRMINGHAM and 
NORWICH in support of candidates stand- 
ing in local government elections. Precise 
dates will be announced later. 

July: Visit of BNP team of activists to 
BELFAST and other parts of Northern 
Ireland for annual loyalist ceremonies and to 


BRITISH NATIONALIST 


British Nationalist is a tabloid published in 
support of the British National Party, normally 
on a monthly basis. Sample copies will be 
sent on receipt of 27p (covering p&p). Subs- 
cription for 12 issues is £3.45 (British Isles) or 
£4.00 (overseas surface mail). Bulk rates are 
as follows:- 


10 copies £1.20¢+ 37p post 
25 copies £2.70 + £1.00 post 
50 copies £4.80 + £2.00 post 
100 copies £8.40 + £2.45 post 
150 copies £12.00 + £2.65 post 
200 copies £15.00 + £2.90 post 
300 copies £21.00 + £3.10 post 
400 copies £26.00 + £3.40 post 
500 copies £32.00 ) Bulk rates 
1,000 copies £62.00 ) by Roadline 


Cheques/postal orders to British Nationalist, 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. Please keep 
orders and enquiries concerning British 
Nationalist totally separate from other 
correspondence in order to avoid confusion 
and delay. ; 
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distribute BNP literature. 

Early October: Party annual national rally in 
LONDON. 

November 13th: Annual Remembrance Day 
parade and rally somewhere in the NORTH 
OF ENGLAND. 

Late November: Annuai St. Andrew’s Day 
rally, SCOTLAND. 


It is likely that other major events will be 
fitted into the period between May and 
September, but these will be decided upon at 
a later date. 

In addition to these public events, the party 
will be organising a more intensive internal 
training programme than ever before. This 
will be supervised by National Organiser 
David Bruce and will include seminars and 
talks in every region of the country where the 
BNP has active units. 

One of the matters demanding high priority 
at the conference was the question of raising 
more money to fiance the running of the 
party’s Headquarters premises when this is 
acquired. In order to meet this and other 
requirements, it was recommended to the 
party leadership that the regular party 
members’ subscription be raised and that 
henceforth the party should maintain only one 
single category of membership. Details of 
this are given elsewhere. 

In addition, it has been decided to make 
improvements in the presentation of the 
party’s monthly paper British Nationalist by 
the inclusion of the Union Jack (incorporating 
an extra colour) on the front page, and by the 
regular inclusion in the centre of the paper of a 
sheet advertising the party’s latest selection of 
publicity material. This scheme will be put 
into Operation as soon as possible, and will 
involve the raising of the price of the paper to 
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The only way for 
a REAL change 


> BRITISH 


Isn't it about time you started to think seriously 
about supporting the British National Party? 


Find out more 
about the BNP. 
Fill in this form 
and send it to 
us — NOW 


We reprint here the front and back sides of 
a new leaflet just brought out by the British 
National Party. The leaflet is in fact an up- 
dated reprint of a popular one used by the 
New National Front in the early 1980s. 
On the front side, the leaflet is headed 
‘What’s the difference?’ and spotlights the 
similarity of the policies of the major 
parties on a number of major issues, then 
contrasts the BNP alternative. 

On the back side is a message from the BNP 
Chairman about the general state of 
Britain and an appeal to join the BNP — 
together with application form. 

Details of price can be found in our section 
advertising leaflets on page 17. 


CRY HUMBUG 
by Sniper 


Little pink Dicky is at it again! 

He purified Gandhi; and, now for our pain, 

He's sanctified Biko, high priest of the left, 

Whose murderous comrades leave thousands bereft. 


So don't mind the corpses; just step up this way, 
And buy your cheap ticket and watch the foul play; 
It's not quite impartial, for black’s always right — 
But that is the way to rise to the height. 


Choose the right bandwaggon — that is the thing! 
T'would do you no good to lambast Peking, 

Nor speak for the Afghan — that gets you nowhere; 
So, down with the Springbok, and don’t mind the Bear! 


If you’ve got a conscience and want to cash in, 
Just strike the right poses and raise your left fin; 
You'll earn the cheap plaudits of pundits who prate, 
And fatten your wallet on trendy left hate. 


When Lord Rottenborough arrives at the Throne 
To boast of his virtue and claim what's his own, 
One hopes that great Oscar up there in the sky 
Will order “Below, Sir! For shame, sir — you lie!” 


Epilogue 
At grim Sidi Rezegh and at Delville Wood, 
The South Africans lie who died for our good; 
. How could they know as they faced the nine-fives 
That those whom they died for were not worth their 
lives? 


OBITUARY 


Len Bearsford Walker 


LEN BEARSFORD WALKER, former 
Plymouth Organiser of the British National 
Party, died last month aged 69. 

Mr. Bearsford Walker recently withdrew 
from the BNP over a disagreement with 
certain members of the party leadership. It 
would, however, be wrong for us on this 
account not to recognise his sterling service to 
the party and to British Nationalism over 
many years. 

Len came to the fore in the National Front 
in the 1970s, when, ably assisted by his son 
David, he built up a strong NF branch in the 
Plymouth area and, in addition, promoted the 
party energetically all over Devon and 
Cornwall. 

In 1980, Len and nearly the whole of the 
NF membership in the South West region 
followed others into the New National Front 
and later (1982) into the British National 


Party, for which Len worked as tirelessly as | 


he had done for the NF earlier. 

In later years, Len suffered from heart 
trouble and was unable to travel about as 
much as previously, but he still worked hard 
to promote the party from his own home in 
Plymouth. 

Len will be sadly missed by many people, 
and we take this opportunity to express our 
condolences to his wife Chris, his son David 
and other members of the Bearsford Walker 
family in their bereavement. Goodby Len! 
And thank you for all you have done. 


: Month 


July 1980 
October 1980 
November 1980 


No. Month 


AVAILABLE BACK-ISSUES- 


INCREASE 
IN SUBS 


It has been decided that British National 
Party membership subscriptions will be 
increased from the year 1989 and that thence- 
forth the separate categories of full and 
associate membership will cease to exist, 
being replaced by a single category. 

The future membership subscription will 
be £1 per month, preferably payable (for the 
purpose of minimising the burden on HQ 
administration) in yearly or half-yearly sums 
of £12 or £6. 

As in the past, pensioners and students will 
be eligible, on request, for a 50 per-cent 
reduction of this fee, i.e. a rate of £6 per year. 

The decision to make this substantial 
increase instead of a lesser one has been based 
on the financial needs of party expansion and 
also on the fact that the subscription has 
remained at the original level throughout the 
whole of the 1980s while running costs have 
increased substantially during that time. 

The new subscription will in fact only 
impose upon members (other than the special 
categories mentioned) a burden of 23p per 
week. It is felt that all people seriously 
concerned to support the nationalist cause 
should easily be able to find their way to 
paying this weekly sum. 

We reiterate: the new subscription takes 
effect from 1989 and not before; it does not 
therefore affect subscriptions now due for the 
current year, which are payable at the old 
rate. 


No. Month 


200 June 1985 
05 November 1985 
January 1986 


No. Month 


163 May 1982 
164 June 1982 
165 July 1982 


Churchill book: 
record sales! 


The BNP Book Service has advised us that 
David Irving’s book Churchill’s War has 
proved so popular that initial stocks of the 
book have run out and the UK Distributers are 
now awaiting further supplies of the book 
from the publishers in Australia. 

In the meantime, it is hoped that those who 
have placed orders for the book but have not 
yet received it will bear with the Book Service 
over the matter of this delay. 


Books wanted: Racial Contours (H.B. 
Isherwood); National Socialism Now! 
(William Joyce). Also any nationalist 
books bought. Apply: ‘Books’, PO Box 
116, Liverpool L69 1SH. 


Contact your local 
party unit 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY is organ- 
ised into active units extending over most of the 
areas of the United Kingdom. Below we give a 
list of the local addresses of the main units:- 


NORTH LONDON 
PO Box 300, Emma Street, Hackney, London 
E2 7BZ 


SOUTH LONDON 
PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS 


Bromley 
PO Box 22, Bromley, Kent BRI 4JP 


EAST KENT 
73 Shirkoak Park, Woodchurch, Ashford 


NORTH-EAST ESSEX 

PO Box 703, Colchester CO7 9SP 
SUFFOLK 

2 Albert Road, Framlingham 
NORFOLK 

9 Johnson Place, Norwich NR2 2SA 
SOUTH WALES 

PO Box 214, Cardiff CF3 9YB 


BIRMINGHAM 


January 1979 
February 1979 
March 1979 
May 1979 
August 1979 
October 1979 
November 1979 
December 1979 
February 1980 
March 1980 
April 1980 

ay 1980 


December 1980 


January 1981 


February 1981 
March 1981 
April 1981 

ay 1981 
June 1981 


July 1981 


August 1981 
September 1981 
October 1981 
November 1981 


:166 August 1982 
167 September 1982 
168 October 1982 
169 November 1982 
170 December 1982 
174 April 1983 


176 June 1983 

177 July 1983 

178 August 1983 
179 September 1983 
180 October 1983 


March 1986 
May 1986 

June 1986 

July 1986 
December 1986 
January 1987 
February 1987 


March 1987 


April 1987 
June 1987 
July 1987 
August 1987 


PO Box 771, Great Barr, Birmingham B44 9LZ 
EAST MIDLANDS 

PO Box 148, Leicester LE3 2YD 
LIVERPOOL 

PO Box 116, Liverpool L69 1SH 

WIRRAL 

PO Box 17, Birkenhead L41 3SF 


MANCHESTER & SALFORD 
PO Box 16, Salford M6 5EP 


June 1980 159 January 1982 


199 May 1985 September 1987 


And all subsequent issues 


All copies are priced at the present rate of 50p per copy. Postal charges should be estimated on 
the basis of one copy weighing approximately 60g. Orders with cash to: PO Box 446, London 


SE23 2LS. 


Our regular support fund. 


would they plase supply SAE. 


SUPPORT FUND 


Although the production costs of our magazine have been 
considerably reduced by the acquisition of typesetting equip- 
ment, these are still greater than is our income from sales and 
subscriptions. We therefore still rely very much on donations to 


Please send all contributions to PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
Should anyone require a receipt for a contribution of under £10, 


WEST YORKSHIRE 
PO Box BR1O, Bramley, Leeds 13 


SOUTH YORKSHIRE 

PO Box 73, Doncaster DN4 6BS 
CLEVELAND 

PO Box 67, Middlesborough TS1 4YY 
TYNE & WEAR 

PO Box 8, South Shields NE33 1LP 


SCOTLAND 
PO Box 85, Glasgow G3 8UL 


The BNP also has units in West Kent, Basing- 
stoke (Hants), Gloucestershire, Hertfordshire, 
Bedford, Luton, Cambridge, Brierley Hill (West 
Midlands), Burton-on-Trent, Nottingham, North 
Nottinghamshire, Bolton & Bury, Warrington, 
Halifax, Wakefield, Sunderland and Cumbria. If 
you want to make contact with any of these units, 
or start a new unit, please write to BNP Head 

Office at PO Box 446, London SE23 2LS. 
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SOUTH AFRICA: 
THE TRUE FACTS 


ABOUT BLACK ‘UNREST’ 
(Contd. from page 14) 


jacket. 

The unrest in the townships is continuing 
= notwithstanding the efforts of the SA police 
force. This is not the fault of the security 
forces. The problem lies with the fact that at 
government level the authorities are tied, 
hand and. foot, to the _ liberal-socialist 
American ideology. They are therefore trying 
to contain the symptoms of the unrest instead 
of addressing the essence of the problem. 

Tear gas, birdshot, water canon, rubber 
bullets and baton charges can contain and 
even disperse, for the moment, the mobs 
inflamed by the marxist propaganda taught in 
the schools and preached in the townships. 
These measures, however, do not solve the 
problem. 

The basic fact that must be recognised is 
that the township unrest is a campaign, 
carefully prepared and orchestrated by the 
communists, to seize and to hold a power- 
base in the townships. Once this power-base 
is secured, they can then go on to the next step 
in their campaign, i.e. urban terrorism. 


REPEAT OF 1960-1963 SITUATION 


In many aspects we have, today, a repeat of 
the 1960-1963 situation. 

In the sixties, however, the unrest was 
clearly defined for what it was: a communist- 
prepared plan for a revolution and a 
subsequent take-over. That plan was thwarted 
when the communist conspiracy was 
exposed, and extinguished by the arrest and 
conviction of the communist leadership. 

We can still remember the red faces and the 
deafening silence in the English-language 
newspapers when it came to light that Bram 
Fischer, the distinguished advocate and 
darling of the leftist press, proved to be the 
leader of the underground SA Communist 
Party. 

At present, our government, which 
seemingly cannot see any enemy on the left, 
can see no communist planning in the unrest. 
Instead it is committed to the classical 
-= American liberal answer to communism: 


- concession and retreat. 


Thus it seems that our government itself, 
infiltrated as it is by leftists and radicals under 
the cloak, of ‘humanitarianism’, is part and 
parcel of the liberal-socialist-marxist plan to 
surrender South Africa to socialist black- 
majority rule. 

One thing this government must be answer- 


able for: through. propaganda, disinform- 


ation, the playing up of external pressures, 
the gross mismanagement of the economy 
and the continuing erosion of the fibres that 
hold the Afrikaner together, it has succeeded 


in creating a mood of despondency, pessim- - 


ism and utter defeatism. 

One has to go a long way back in Afrikaner 
history to find a parallel to the present tragic 
situation. ae 

It seems clear that this government is 


RACIAL ASSAULT ON 


THE OLD DOMINIONS 
(Contd. from page 8) 


seem to achieve little, just as in Britain. None 
of the established political parties or politic- 
ians will acknowledge what most of them 
know to be true: that there is widespread 
oppostion to the multi-racial state. Such 
opposition is either ignored or brushed aside 
as outmoded, reactionary, insensitive or any 
other derogatory epithet that comes to mind. 
The whole of the scribbling and chattering 
classes unite to give the impression that a 
racial problem does not exist. The problem is 
hardly ever mentioned by them, let alone 
debated. : 

It is worth noting that in none of the 
countries we have mentioned has the white 
electorate sanctioned the coloured flood. In 
no case was the matter discussed in the 
country’s parliament. National policies 
which had held good for many years were 
quietly changed by administrative fiat. The 
racial enemies of the Whites everywhere have 
formidable hidden powers. 

The BNP manifesto concept that the white 


races of the Commonwealth should should: 


unite in a partnership is undoubtedly sound in 
principle. Yet today it seems clear that any 
approach by Britain to Canada, Australia or 
New Zealand to such an effect would draw a 
very dusty answer. 


gradually steering the Afrikaner towards a 
‘graceful surrender’ in the hope that the future 
black marxist lords will tolerate him as his 
economic slave. 

There are signs, however, of a gradual 
Afrikaner awakening; signs of a stirring of 
Afrikaner nationalism; signs that the 
Afrikaner is slowly becoming aware of the 
suicidal future the government is so carefully 
planning for him. 

Coming elections may be a pointer to 
indicate whether the Afrikaner still has the 
will to survive, to stand up and to defeat this 
carefully orchestrated onslaught from all the 
forces of the left. 


Reproduced with acknowledgements to: THE 


"ISOU TH AFRICAN OBSERVER, PO Box 


2401, Pretoria, South Africa. 


So the task of British Nationalism seems 
clear. It is first to save Britain itself from 
racial destruction, then by example to help 
Canada, Australia and New Zealand to do 
likewise. Only when this has been accomp-, 
lished will the kind of partnership in which 
the BNP believes become feasible. 

May I conclude by quoting the great 
anthropologist Sir Arthur Keith, who said: 
‘‘The human race, or tribe, is a ‘corporate 
body’ which nature has entrusted with an 
assortment of human seed, or ‘genes’, the 
assortment differing in some degree from that 
entrusted to every other group. If the genes 


‘are to work out their evolutionary effect, then 


it is necessary that the tribe or corporation 
Should maintain its integrity through an 
infinity of generations. If a tribe loses its 
integrity by free  inter-breeding with 
neighbours, then that tribe as an evolutionary. 
venture has come to an untimely end.”’ 


EDITOR’S NOTE: It is important to emphasise 
that the author of the foregoing article is pointing 
out racial DIFFERENCES between various 
human groups. It should not be concluded from 
this that any particular race is ‘superior’ or 
‘inferior’ to another. Least of all should these 
differences be regarded as reason to ‘hate’ other 
races. Racial hatred is no way to solve the 
problems of race that we have today; the proper 
solution lies in a peaceful SEPARATION of the 
races, carried out in a spirit of mutual accord and 
respect between them. 


Find out about the British National Party 


Send 25p for information pack 


To: 1 
P.O. BOX 446 
LONDON SE23 2LS 
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